2080

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

FEBRUARY 20,

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of John M. Thurman, of Henry
County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—
to the Committee on War Claims. o

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of J, L. Dumas and 165 others, citi-
zens of Waitsburgh; of R. W. Dayton and 118 others, citizens of Cheney;
of F. C. Lee and 105 others, citizens of Davenport; of H. K. Sinelair and
86 others, citizens of North Yakima; of AmosStark and 36 others, citi-
zens of Columbus; of A. Kaymerand 15 others, citizens of Spring Creek;
and of R. H. Eves and 25 others, citizens of Elberton, Wash., praying
that the bill for the admission of said Territory as a State may be so
amended as to require that the constitution shall confer the right of
suffrage without distinction of sex—to the Committee on the Terri-
tories.

Also, petition of 270 citizens of Washington Territory, praying for
legislation permitting women to vote in the several Territories for
members of the constitutional conventions—to the Committee on the
Territories.

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of Aaron Botts, for payment of his war
claim—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, evidence in the case of George W. Anthony, of Kansas City,
Mo., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, affidavit of John McNess and of M. J. Freidsam in the case of
Mrs. Fannie Adkins—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. 8. V. WHITE: Petition of John Jay Knox and 25 others,
citizens of New York, for a public park in the District of Columbia—
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor:

By Mr. FLOOD: Of Mrs. J. F. Smith and others, of New York.

By Mr. HALL: Of United Presbyterian Congregation and others, of
Butler, Pa.

By Mr. SCULL: Of 800 citizens of Altoona,Pa.

The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro-
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and
gale of all alcoholic liguors as a beverage, were received and severally
referred to the Select Committee on the Aleoholic Ligquor Traffie:

By Mr. ARNOLD: Of 1,399 citizens of Richmond, Charlestown, and
North Kingston, R. I.

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 39 citizens of Centennial Park, of 35 citizens
of Eldridge, of 76 citizens of Langdon, of 38 citizens of De Voe, and of
15 citizens of Pingree, Dak.

By Mr. HIRES: Of 54 citizens of Greenwich, and of 53 citizens of
East Creek, N. J.

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Of 43 citizens of Hampden, and of 51 citizens
of North Adams, Mass,

By Mr. VANDEVER: Of 58 citizens of Escondido, and of 50 citizens
of Salinas, Cal.

By Mr. VOORHEES: Of 118 citizens of Waitsburgh, Wash.

SENATE.
WEDNESDAY, February 20, 1889,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D.
THE JOURNAL.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read.

Mr. HOAR. I should like to know whether the Journal should not
state that the unanimous consent given to the Senator from Towa [Mr.
ArL1sox] to call up the appropriationbill yesterday just after 2 o’clock
inclnded the laying aside informally of the unfinished business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the entry
in the Journal to which the Senator from Massachusetts calls attention.

The Secretary read as follows:

The President pro tempore announced that the hour of 2 o'clock had arrived,
and laid before the Senate the unfinished business atitsadjournment yesterday,
to wit, the resolution direeting the Committee on Privileges and Elections to
revise the laws regulating elections of members of Congress; when,

tgn motion by Mr. ALLisox, and by unan i t, the S te pr
Lad

Mr. HOAR. 1 understood that was the laying aside of the unfin-
ished business and not displacing it.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. So the Chair understood. The un-
finished business will be announced at 2 o’clock to-day.

Mr., HOAR. That is all right; but the Journal does not state that
the unfinished business was laid aside, or that it was laid before the
Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The uniform practice of the Senate
is that when pending and unfinished businsss is informally laid aside,
at the conclusion of the business for which it was laid aside the con-
sideration is resumed, or, if the business be not concluded that day,
ilen at 2 o’clock on the following day the Senate again resumes the
cousideration of the unfinished business. ]

Mr. HOAR. I so understood, but I did not know whether that re-
gnired an entry in the Journal.

ETEY

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not, in the opinion of the

air.

Mr. HOAR. Ididnot know but that the Journal should show that
it was informally laid aside. -

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The expression to which the Sena-
tor from Massachusetts refers does notappear inthe Journal. If there
be go motion to correct or amend, the Journal will stand approved as
read.

SPECIAL AGENT BYRNE'S REPORT.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica~
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance
with a resolution of the 14th instant, copies of the sworn testimony in
regard to alleged frauds and undervalnations in the New York custom-
house taken by Special Agent Byrne, and submitted with his report of
November 1, 1887; which, on motion of Mr. HoAR, was, with the ac-
companying papers, referred fo the Select Committee to Examine the
Condition of the Several Eranches of the Civil Service, and ordered to
be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORTALS,

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of D. G. Luce and 70 others (31
voters and 40 women), citizens of Easton, Me., praying for the sub-
missiorf to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Healso presented a petition of citizens of Maine, praying for the con-
clusion of a treaty which shall provide for the settlement by arbitra-
tion of any differences which may arise between the United States and
Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. :

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 63 citizens of the State ot
Nebraska, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

He also presented the petition of Robert Sterrett and 17 others (10
votersand 8 women), citizens of West Lincoln; the petition of A. Me-
Whinney and 24 others (15 voters and 10 women), citizens of Emer-
ald; and the petition of Robert D. Anderson and 98 others (40 voters
and 59 women), citizens of DeWitt, all in Nebraska, praying for the
submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment;
which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of A. C. Hoxie and 36
others (17 voters and 20 women), citizens cf East Bay, Mich., praying
for the snbmission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amend-
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. STEWART. Ipresentamemorial of the Legislature of theState
of Nevada, representing thata large number of suits have recently been
brought against mining corporations and individual miners in Enstern
Nevada for cutting fire-wood for mining and domestic purposes as au-
thorized by law, which suits have greatly embarrassed the business ot
mining, which is the principal business of that section, and caused
great damage and hardship to the people, and asking for the suspension
of these suits until a full investigation into the facts may be had.

I ask that the memorial be printed in the RECORD, as it is a memo-
rial of a State Legislature.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial presented by the Sen-
ator from Nevada will be printed in the RECORD, if there be no objec-
tion, and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining.

Mr. BLAIR. What is the memorial which is to be printed in the
REcoRD?

The PRESIDENT pio fempore.
stated.

‘The Chief Clerk read the indorsement on the memorial.

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining,
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows:

Assembly rent rial and lution relative to certain suits for tak-
ing fire-wood from certain lands in this State.

‘We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Nevada, most respect-
fully represent that our State is now suffering great and perhaps irreparable
injury from the prosecution in the United States circuit court for this district of
a number of suits for alleged trespass in cutting timber from publie lands situ-
ated therein; and with due and proper respect we take this method of appeal-
ing for relief in this behalf.

For many years prior to 1878 our people had exercised and enjoyed the privi-
lege of cutting and using the timber growing upon the mineral lands of this
State for building, mining, agricultural, and other domestic purposes. By the
act of Congress of June 3, 1878, this privilege was ized and confirmed,
subject to such rules as the Secretary of the Interior miggt prescribe for the pro-
tection of the timber and undergrowth.

In establishing such rules the Seenhriy has prescribed, among other things,
that the brush shall be piled or otherwise disposed of so as to prevent foresy
fires; that no trees shall be cut that are less than 8 inches in diameter, and that
no person shall cut such wood or imber for the purpose of selling it to others,
In other words, that every man, no matter what business he iz engaged in,
must cut his own wood, either in person or by agent.

It is respectfully submitted that these rules are utterly inapplicable to the
anomalous condition existing in Nevada. The requirement that the brush

The title of the memorial will be

shall be piled or disposed of is not an especi of P pt that
it is unnecessary.
The wood growing in these mineral districts is very sparce; it causes but lit-

tle brush, and such a thing as a forest fire, we believe, has seldom been known
in Eastern Nevada.

But the other rules tioned are p )
Sierra Nevada Mountains, on the western
destitute of what is commonly known ag imber. Our wood, which is thus
designated, consists mainly of a dwarfed and serubby wih of cedar, nit-
pine, and mountain mahogany. Owing to the dryness of the climate and the
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paucity of the soil in thelocations where this wood grows, it frequently takes
an age for a tree to attain a diameter of 8 inches, and much of it never reaches
that size, hence a rule fixing such o minimum in many cases amounts to an in-
hibition against the cutting of any wood at all, and in a large measure deprives
our people of the benefit the statute was intended to confer.

In this State timber of any kind is very scarce; it is inferior in size and qual-
ity, straggling in its growth, and is found only upon the mountain ranges in
tracts widely separated from each other. Some idea of the insufliciency of our
wood supply may be gathered from the fact that at Tuscarora, one of our most
important mining towns, almost the only accessible fuel is sage-brush, so small
that it is loaded and hauled the same as loose hay in the Eastern States, and
thrown into the furnaces with pitehforks, and even such fuel as this is now be-
ing brought from a distance of over 20 miles. The rule m}uiring‘ each person
to cut his own wood himself, or by agent, has the effect of alinost completely
nullifying the statute. Mining is the chief industry of our State, the one upon
which every other industry depends, and in the great majority of cases it is ut-
terly impracticable for & miner to go into the mountains and cut his own wood
or establish an ncy for that purpose, The mining itself is a precarious busi-
ness, requiring all of his energy, thought, and capital.

The wood grows in regions difficult of access and it has generally to be trans-
ported great distances on the backs of mules. It is obvious, therefore, that it is
8 tedious and expensive process, and to carry on the business at all demands a
considerable investment of capital in a mule train and pa.ckinﬁ apparatus. No
miner or agriculturist, save awealthy one, could comply with these rules, and
it would be highly inconvenient for even him to do so. e submit, therefore,
that any \voofent and used for the above specified purposes in the State of Ne-
vada is used for domestic purposes within the meaning of the statute. That
the decision of Secretary Teller, of dale May 25, 1832, in the case of Frank P.
Harden, enunciates the correct doctrine u&m this point; that it is the only
doctrine which can give our ple the full benefit of the law, and that the later
rule, as established by eircu?:ro of May 7, 1886, from the Interior Department,
should be modified accordingly. But even this rule, unjust and oppreesive as
it seems to us, is not at present our only grievance. There are now pending in
the cirenit court of the United States for the district of Nevada no less than
eleven suits for all trespass upon these timber lands situated in the coun-
ties of Eureka and White Pine. These suits involve different corporations and
many individuals, and the amountsought to be recevered reaches the enormous

egate of over $10,000,000,

We are informed and believe that the amount elaimed from the Richmond
Mining Company, in the town of Eureka, for wood used in reducing ores is
greater than the net value of all the ore that has been extracted from its mines.
The timber for the cutting of which these actions have been brought, in our
opinion, has been used exclusively by actual residents of this State, and in strict
aceordance with both the letter and spirit of the act of 1878, None of it has
been transported from the State, and noue of it is fit for such transportation. It
is not timber which can be profitably wrought into lnmber,and its character may
be inferred from the eircumstances that, notwithstanding the great demand for
lumber which has heretofore existed in the town of Eureka, the second in im-
portance in the State, there hasnever been, since 15870, a saw-mill located within
75 miles of that place. The timber is absolutely without value, except as an aid
to the development of the mineral resources of the districts in which it is found.

We are not aware that any of this wood has been cut or removed, even in
violation of the rules established by the Department of the Interior, nor is it so
alleged in any of the complaints filed. Itis a well-known fact that the land
upon which it ws is mineral in character—clearly within the purview of the
statute—and if it can not be used under its provisions, it can not be used at all,
for there is no practical way by which it can be purchased or the title to the land
acquired. The institution of these suits has had the effect of causing nearly every
mine in the iwo counties named to s nd operations; business therein i1s
piralyzed, and the people are menaced with absolute financial ruin. A contin-
uation of the course foreshadowed by these pr ions threatens the closing
of every mine within the borders of our State, and the complete destruction of
the Commonwealth, We believe that these suits are purely vexatious in char-
acter; that they have been commenced upon the basis of misapprehension, in-
duced by misrepresentation ; that the motive which underlies them is a desire
to create fees for officials and attorneys. We believe this because of the enor-
monus amounts sued for, which are beyond all reason, being the market value
of the wood instead of its stumpage value, which is all that it is worth to the
Government. We believe it because the same unjust and rigorous rate of val-
uation has been established with regard to its redemption, the party from whom
it was seized being pelled to give bond according to the full measure of Lhe
market value in order to procure its release. As a result, the defendants dare
not or ¢an not redeem ; the wood remains in the hands of the officer who made
the seizure, and the entire business of thiat community is prostrate.

Our belief that these suits are vexatious is strengthened by the fact that al-
though the business of cutting and disposing of the wood has been carried on
openly and notoriously for years, and the right to do so unquestioned, these
actions are bron.ag‘hl’. now for the first time, and at the particu season of the
year when wood is the most valuable, seeming to be designed for the express
Eurposeof forcing Lthe defendants into compromise and seitlement ; and, further,

¥ the fact that so many suits were brougbt at one and the same time, instead
of first esiablishing the right and settling the legal principle through the me-
dium of a single suit; and, finally, by the still further fact that, according to our
information and understanding, these actions are slmilar in character and in-
volve the same principle as those under which 1 %l;antil.ies of wood were
seized by the United States anthorities at Butte (.‘1{?, ont., in the year 15878,
which action was strongly denounced at the time on the floor of the United
States Senate, and led to the passage of the act of 15878, above referred to.

If this wood has been unlawfully cut and removed we belicve that it has been
innocently done, in the exercise of what was thought to be a well-establislied
legal right; and as a minor, although still important, considerition, we beg to
suggest that the maintenance of these suits is a great rdshig upon the defend-
ants, they being compelled to entirely cease operations, abandon their business,
and travel nearly or quite 500 miles to the place of trial. In view of the fore-
going we therefore most respeetfully, but urgently, ask that all proceedings in
these actions be sus:!)em!ed and held in abeyance until a full investigation of
the facts may be had; and upon the completion of such javestigation, if it be
found that any of this wood has been cut in violation of prescribed rules, we
ask that these rules may be so modified as to accord with the character of our
so-called timber, and thelpart,icular conditions existing in Nevada. But if it be
imipractieable to so modify such rules we ask for some adequate measure of leg-
islative relief at the hands of Congress,

Resolved by -the assembly (the senate cam.'un'[ng{; That copies of the foregoing
memorial and these resolutions be transmitied by the governor of this State to
the President of the United States,and to each of our Senators and to our Rep-
resentative in Congress.

Eesolved. That we cordially indorse the action of our Senators and Represent-
ative in Congress in their efforis to procure for us relief from the vexatious
suits complained of in the foregeing memorial.

Approved January 21, 1889,

STATE OF NEVADA, Department of State, ss:

I, Joln M. Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby cer-
tify that the annexed is a true, full, and correct copy of the original *‘Assembly
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rent resolution and ial relating to certain suits for taking fire-wood
from certain lands in this State” (approved January 21, 1883), now on file and of
record in this office.

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affized the great seal of
State at my office, in Carson City, Nev., this 13th day of February, A. D. 1889,

[sBAL.] JOHN M. DORMER, Secrefary of State,

By P. B. ELLIS, Deputy.

Mr. STANFORD presented a concurrent resolution of the Legisla-
ture of California, favoring legislation for the exclusion of Chinese im-
migrants; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Robert Weir and 68 others (21
voters and 48 women), citizens of Forestville, Cal., praying for the
proposal of a constitulional amendment prohibiting the manufacture,
exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bev-
erage; which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of William H. Winans and 54
other citizens of New York, praying for the passage of a law securing
the observance of the Sabbath; which was referred to the Committee
on Education and Labor.

He also presented the memorial of William H. Denney and 36 other

citizens of New York, remonstrating against the passage of any bill in

regard to the observance of Sunday or any other religious institution
or rite; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor.
Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of George Wilcox and 69 others
(38 voters and 32 women), citizens of Clinton, Wis., praying for the
submission to the States of a constitutional amendment in relation to
prohibition; which was ordered to lie on the table.
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 2661) for the relief of James Caler, reported it with
amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and
submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 9159) granting a pension to William A. Taylor;

A bill (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Frank M. Martin;

A bill (H. R. 2737) granting a pension to Anna Krumpholz; and

A bill (H. R. 6763) granting a pension to John Mann.

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3929) to provide for the erec-
tion of a public building at the city of New Berne, N. C., reported it
with amendments. 2

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re-
ferred the'following bills, reported them severally without amendment,
and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (I. R. 8225) for the relief of William 8. Kellington;

A bill (H. R. 4203) granting a pension to the widow of Adam Shrake;

A bill (H. R. 11707) granting a pension to Gertrude Northrop;

A bill (H. R. 12403} granting a pension to Bennett Cooper;

A bill (H. R. 12491) granting a pension to Lucinda Mewman; and

A bill (H. R. 12510) granting a pension to George Hunter.

Mr. SAWYER. I move that Order of Business 2726, being the bill
(8. 3935) for the relief of George Hunter, late captain of Company A,
Columbia County (Washington Territory) Volunteers, be indefinitely
postponed, as I have just reported favorably a similar House bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred
the bill (H. R. 11184) for the relief of Jessie Isherwood, reported it
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. DOLPH. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Relations,
to whom was referred the petition of Lewis C. Schilling, setting forth
that he was wrongfully and illegally imprisoned by the Mexican au-
thorities; that he was wounded and beaten and robbed of his money
and goods; that he is and was an American citizen, and now prays Con-
gress for some measures of relief, to submit a report thereon and ask fo
be discharged from the further consideration of the subject.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be disch
from the further considerationof the petition, and it will lie on the table.

Mr. DOLPH. There are some documents accompanying the report
which I do not care to have printed as a part of the report, but which
may be filed with the petition.

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom
was referred the bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Benja-
min F. Richardson, reported it with an amendment.

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re-
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment,
and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 3791) for the allowance of a claim in favor of Milton J.
Durham, administrator of Leonard Taylor, deceased, of Boyle County,
Kentucky, for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States
Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the
act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; and

A bill (H. R. 7618) for the relief of the Shepard and Morse Lumber
Company, of Burlington, Vt.

DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC LANDS.

Mr. PLUMB. I am directed by the Committee on Pablic Lands to




2082

CONGRESSIONAL REGORD—SEN ATE.

FEBRUARY 20,

report back the amendments of the House of Representatives tothe bill

(8. 2511) to provide for the disposal of certain public lands of the United
States under the provisions of the homestead laws only, and ask that the
conference heretofore requested by the House of Representatives upon
the bill may be granted. I therefore move that the reqnest of the
House for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses be
acceded to.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair ealls the attention of the
Senator from Kansas to the fact that the House of Representatives
made no reritimsh for a conference upon the bill.

Mr. PLUMB. Then I change the form of the motion, and move that
the Senate disagree to the amendments of the House of Representatives
and ask for a conference.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, PLuMB, Mr.
Pappock, and Mr. BERRY were appointed.

Mr. WALTHALL., Justas I came into the Senate Iunderstood the
Chair to state that there had been no conference asked by the House
on Senate bill 2511. :

4 Tkhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair was informed by the
erks,

Mr. WALTHALL. Thatis a mistake. The conference was asked
for and the conferees wereappointed by the Speaker of the House. Their
names will be found on page 1743 of the RECORD.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the facts are as stated, the proper
order will be made. ]

Mr. WALTHALIL. The facts areshown to be so by the RECORD.

Mr. BERRY. The conferees on the part of the Senate have been
appointed ?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have been announced.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently said: The papers in Sen-
ate bill 2511, to which amendments were made in the House of Repre-
sentatives, have been examined, from which it appears that the Clerk
of the House did not transmit any announcement that a conference was
asked or conferees appointed by that body. The Chair can not take
judicial notice of what was done there, and the first order of the Sen-
ate therefore will stand. )

Mr. PLUMB. Let me inquire, does that mean that the Senate ac-
cedes to the request of the House?

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. There is no notification to the Sen-
ate that the House of Representatives asked for a conference.

Mr. PLUMB. Then I repeat the motion I heretofore made, that
the Senate non-concur in the amendments of the House to Senate bill
2511, and request a conference on the part of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no
objection, and the conferees previously announced will stand.

PAY OF STENOGRAPHER.

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred a reso-
Intion submitted by Mr. PLATT February 19, 1889, reported it with-
out amendment, and the resolution was considered by unanimous con-
sent, and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the stenogx:npher employed b
in considering the bill (H. R.10614) to organize

for other purposes, be paid out of the contin t fund of the Senate upon vouch-
ers pi 1y approved by the chairman of the committee, and that the hearings
before the committee be printed for the use of the Senate.

MESSENGER TO COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY,

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re-
ferred a resolution reported from the Committee on the Library for the
appointment of a m r to that committee, to report it favorably
with an amendment. I ask for its present consideration.

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu-
tion; which was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Se ni-at-Arms of the Senate be, and i3 hereby, directed
to ?pl)ilﬂr & messen; 'or the Joint Committee on Lﬂ:rm’y. whose servicesshall
be devoted exclusive l{ to the busi of said tee, and that the messen-
ger so appointed shall be selecled by the said committee.

The amendment reported by the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Eenate was to add to the resolution:

The p tion of such ger shall be at the rate usually to mes-
sengers of the Senate, and shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate.

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

HETTINGER COUNTY LANDS.

Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands instruct me to re-
port back with amendments the bill (8. 3751) for the relief of certain
settlers in Hettinger County, Dakota. I think I will venture to ask
the Senate to consider the bill now. The facts in the case are these:
By reason of an error in the survey certain persons settled upon lands
and acquired title from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company on the
supposition that they belonged to that company. A correction of the
survey demonstrated the fact that they were on public lands and not
en Northern Pacific lands. The bill provides merely that the Govern-

the Committee on Territories
& Territory of Oklahoma, and

ment may convey the lands which they are on, being public lands, to
the Northern Paafic Railroad Company in exchange for a similar
quantity of lands. It has been recommended by the Commissioner of
the General Land Office.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for
information.

The bill was read; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Com-
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration.

The first amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in line
10 of section 1, before the word *‘settlements,’’ to strike out ** real
and insert ‘* actual;’’ and in the same line, after the'word *‘ settlements,”’
to insert the words *‘ made prior to Government survey;’’ so as to make
the section read: :

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and empowered to give
relief to such h teaders or oth have been advnrselynﬂ'ogl:d by the g:w-
ernment survey, by an exchange of lands with the Northern Pacifie Railroad,
section for section, or fraction thereof, as the interests of the parties may a| A
80 as to admit of the company taking other lands within the indemnity limits
in lien of the tracts covered by actual settlements made prior to Governmentsur-
vey: Provided, That the said railroad company will become a party to said ex-

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was to add as a new section:

SEc. 3, That nothing contained in this act shall be taken or construed as
waiving, releasing, or in any wise affecting any right of the United States to for-
feit any lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company by act of Con-
gress to aid in the construction of its line of railroad by reason of the breach
of the conditions of any such grant; and any rights to any lands acquired
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company under the provisions of this act shall
be taken and held subject to whatever conditions and right of forfeiture now
attach to the lands which the Northern Pacific Railroad Company may give in
exchange under the provisions of this act,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-
ments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed.

The committee reported to amend the preamble so as to read:

‘Whereas certain settlers in townships 135 and 136 north, range 97 west, and
134 north, range 96 west, fifth principal meridian, Hettinger County, Dakota,
find that by reason of a mistake in the preliminary survey their homestead
claims are on lands of the Northern Mgo Railroad rather than on Govern-
ment sections: Therefore,

The preamble as amended was agreed to.

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION.

Mr. BERRY. From the Committee on Public Lands I report favor-
ably without amendment the bill (S. 3938) granting the use of cer-
tain lands in the Hot Springs reservation, in the State of Arkansas, to
the Hot Springs Benevolent Association. It is a very small matter for
a very worthy object, and T ask that the bill may be now considered.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. s

Mr. PASCO. Mr., President, I wish to make a brief explanation.
At the time the vote was taken yesterday on agreeing to the report of
the committee of conference on the bill for the return of direct taxes
I was absent from the Chamber on important business. Relying upon
my general pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL ], noth-
ing was said about this special matter, and he inadvertently voted. I
merely wish to state that had I been present I should have voted in
favor of a reconsideration. The fact that I was absent was overlooked
by the Senator from Illinois, and therefore I was not reported as being
represented on the question at all. y

Mr. HARRIS. 1 desire to say that upon the vote yesterday upon
my motion to proceed to the consideration of exeeutive business, fail-
ing to remember that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL],
with whom I have a standing pair, was absent, I voted, when I should
have announced the pair.

BILLS INTRODUCED. =

Mr. CALL introduced & joint resolution (S. R. 139) to appoint ad-
ditional eommissioners to the Paris exposition; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS.

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the general deficieney appropriation bill; which was referred
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of
the Senate, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the House concurrent resolution relating to Maj. A. M.
Miller’s translation of Harris's report on irrigation in Egypt; which
was referred to the Committee on Printing.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RATLROADS.

Mr. STEWART. Isubmita resolution to be referred to the Com-
mittee to Audit and Contrel the Contingent Expenses of the Senate.

The resolution was read, as follows: .

Resolved, That the Select Committee on the President's M transmittin
the Repori of the Pacific Railway Commission be continued until the ind.ehtacf-
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ness of the Union Pacific Railroad Com the Kansas Pacific Railway Ce 1
the Central Branch Unien Pmﬂhma Company, and the Centra
Railroad C to the G Pacific Railroad Com-

pany, as the
pan California, and Western Pacific Bailroad Com; . to which th
suhﬁ’td‘g bonds of t.b:n Un"t?:h States were advanced in aid MQ co:stmu&lo:
of the roads of said companies, shall be adjusted by Congress; and that said
committee be instructed to personally examine during the recess of Congress
preceding the meeting thereof in December next the roads of said companies
and the country through which they for the purpose of the
ability of said companies to pay their indebtedness to the Government, and
how the indebtedness of said companies can be so
wance the develo‘yment of the eountry through which
ford to the inhabitants thereof ble fares and freig exy
of such examination shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senale.
Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over.
The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The resolution will lie over and be
printed. £
Mr. GORMAN subsequently said: I desire to withdraw the objection
I made to the resolution offered by the Senator from Nevada [Mr.
STEWART] for reference to the Committee on Contingent Expenses.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The objection is withdrawn, and the
resolution will be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate.
§ DISTRICT JURORS.

Mr. HARRIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; which
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That in the en-
rollment of the bill (S.3640) to amend the laws relati to the selection and
service of jurors in the supreme court of the District Columbia, the Committee
on Enrolled Bills is hereby authorized and directed to strike out the wr:_ﬂl
i fifty-two," where it occurs in the first line of section 8, and substitate th
the word *'sixty-two.”

PUBLIC PRINTING-OFFICE BUILDING.

" Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was referred
1o the Committee on Printing:

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be directed to inquire into thecon-
dition of the Public Printing-Office building and to report to
immediate repairs and improvements are in their opinion necessary and prac-
ticalle to insure the safety and health of the employés and the preservation of
the public property; also, to ?aporb an estimate of the expenditure required, if
any, for the purpose mentioned.

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS.

Mr. HOAR, I desire to have the resolution re by me yester-
day from the Committee on Privileges and Elections laid before the
Senate. I suppose when it is laid before the Senate it will be referred
instantly to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex-

of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT profempore. The Chair does not understand that
the resolution reported by the Senator from Massachusetts oconpiesany
other position than that of the reporf of a commitiee. Ifison the
Calendar.

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the eonsideration of
that resolution.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'Will the Senator withhold hismotion
until the morning business is concluded?

Mr. HOAR. Certainly.

JOHXN 8. M'ELWEE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays beforethe Senate a
resolution offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], coming
over from a previous day.

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. HALE was read, as fol-
lows:

Resolv. d, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, direcled to in-
form the Senate whether the sugar division in the appraisers’ office in the New
York custom-house is now in charge of John 8, McElwee; and to further in-
form the Senate whethercharges have lately been made against said MeElwee af-
fecting his personal character and conduct, and whethersaid charges have been
investigated by Special Agent George C. Tichenor, and if such be the case to send
to the Senate copies of said charges and of the testimony taken npon them,and
the reportof Special Agent Tich ; and also to inform the Senate whether said
McElwee has been before dismissed from the Treasary Departmentupon charges
made agninst him affecting his 3 1 ch ter.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The question is on agreeing to the
Tesolution.
The resolution was agreed tfo.

COXNGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President——

Mr. VEST. Is the morning business closed ?

The PRESIDENT pro lfempore. The Chairwould inguire if there be
further morning business?

Mr. HAWLEY. T ask the Senate to take np the joint resolution I

reported yesterday.

‘The PRESIDENT pro lempere. The Chair feels impelled, under the
notice given by the Senator from Towa [Mr. ALLISON ]| yesterday, hav-
ing charge of the appropriation bill, if there be no forthermorning bus-
iness, to recognize the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE].

Mr. HOAR. Ihope the Senator from Maine will yield for me to
ask the Semate to take up the resolution reported yesterday from the

Committee on Privileges and Elections, to go instantly to the Commit-
tee on Contingent Expenses

without debate.

the Senate what |

Mr. HALE. Ifit is simply a question of reference, of course Lhave
no ohjection.

Mr. GORMAN. T desire to say to the Senators from Massachusetts
and Maine that it is imposeible to have an nnderstanding that the res-
olution shall be referred without debate.

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inguire of the Chair if when the resolution
is taken up it does not go instantly, under the rules, to the committee
withount further action ?

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Chair thinks that the resolu-
tion taken up would be open to debate. :

Mr. HOAR. Without a reference? Tsupposed that the Chair had
held otherwise a great many times in similar cases.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Chair has always held, when
no objection was made, that resolutions of that kind should be referred
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the
Senate. The Chair does not, however, understand that that precludes
debate upon the resolution.

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Maryland will allow the mat-
ter to be debated when it comes back from that committee and not
now. I assure him that it shall have full epportunity for debate. I
merely wish to bave the committee make the formal consideration re-
quired by the rules.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. Is there objection?

Mr. GORMAN. I object to the consideration of the resolution.

Mr. HOAR. Then I rise to further morning business. Iwill intro-
duce the resolution, if T may be permitted to withdraw it, withoutthe
part which provides fer the expenditure, and I ask that it be treated
as regular morning business.

The PRESIDENT profempore. The resolution cannot be withdrawn,
:;cept by unanimous consent, without being taken up for considera-

ion,

Mr. HALE. I will move that the Senate proceed to the considera-
tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to morning business.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Massachusetts,

Mr, HOAR. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution snbmitted by the
Senater from Massachusetts will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution; as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be authorized to in-
quire whether in any State the free and lawful expression of the will of the peo-
ple in the election of members of the Fifty-first Congress and ascertaining the
result thereof, or in the election of members of State Legislatures who have
elected or are to elect Senators of the United States who may claim seats during
aaid Congress, and ascertaining the result thereof, or in the choice of electors of
President and Vice-President of the United States in 1888 and declaring the re-
sultthereof, has been prevented by violence, intimidation, fraud, orother erime.

Also, whether the laws governing such elections in any States have been so
framed or administered ns to accomplish or permit the defeat of the will of the

people in such elections.
, to inquire into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana,

A
| heldon the 17th day of April, 1838, at which there was chosen a Legislature which

has sinee two Un States Senators.

And said committee shall also lumwhethnr fhers werein connection with
the aforesaid election illegalities, , false canvasses, and false returns so
extensi S0 Byst in their ch ter as to show that there existed on
the part of the various State election officers a deliberate plan to appareatly
carry said elections without regard to the votes actually cast, and to choose a
governor and other State officers and a State Legislature by such illegal, false,
and fraudulent means, and if 80, whether said Legislature was and
duly elected by the ple of L i was in fact substantially the t
solely of the returning and canvassing officers, and whether said State of Louis-
iana !rn.s arepublican form of government, incloding a Legislature entitled to
<hoose United States Senators and to provide metheds for the appointment of
electors for President and Vice-President of the United States.

Mr. HARRIS. Isthat resolution just offered at this time?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is just offered.

Mr. HOAR. Let it goover.

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over and be printed.

TI:d PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be
printed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. VEST. Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
to morning business?

Mr. VEST. No, sir.

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move to proceed to the consideration of the
sundry civil appropriation bill.

Mr. VEST. Iask the Senator from Jowa to give way in order that
I may call up a bridge bill, which is merely a formal matter and will
lead to no debate, and it is absolutely n .

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will say to the Sepator from Towa that it is
the same bill of which I spoke to him this morning, and which he
promised to extend his courtesy for the consideration of, if the Senate
weuld agree, upon the assurance that there would be no debate.

Mr. ALLISON. Then after the appropriation bill is taken up I will
yield for that purpose,

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.  If there be no further morning busi-
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII being in order, the Senator from
Jowa moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill

Does the Senator from Missouri rise
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(H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur-

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. VEST. Now, I ask the Senator from Towa to allow me to call
up the bridge bill. It is merely a formal one. .

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Towa yield ?

Mr. ALLISON. I yield for that purpose only.

KENTUCKY RIVER BRIDGE.

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the
bill (S. 3921) to anthorize the Kentucky Union Railway Company to
construct a bridge across the Kentucky River.

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole,
proeeeded to consider the bill, which was reported from the Commit-
tee on Commerce with amendments.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend-
ments will be acted upon as they are reached in the text of the bill.

The first amendment was to add to section 1:

But the rate of tolls charged b{ said company for the of wagons and
wvehicles shall first be approved by the Secretary of War, and no tolls shall be
collected unless the amount thereof is so approved.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 9, after the word ‘‘be,”’
to add ‘‘commenced or;"’ s0 as to read:

That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be built and
located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of
said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and to secure that object the
eaid pany or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his ex-
amination and approval, a design and drawing of the hrl.:lyge and a map of the
location thereof; and until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved
by the SBecretary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built.

The amendment was to.

‘The nextamendment was, in section 3,]line 12, after the word ** War,”’
0 insert:

And all the nse of said change shall be paid by the parties owning or con-
trolling such bridge or bridges.

So as to read:

And should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress
of construction, such change shall be subject to the si]‘:lpro\'al of the Secretary of
War; and all the expense of gaid chmnge shall be paid by the parties owning or
controlling such brlt?:u or bridges,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendments
were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read a third
time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill to authorize the Ken-
tucky Union Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Ken-
tucky River and its tributaries,”

BILLS BECOME LAWS.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L.
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this
day approved and signed the act (S. 1305) toincorporate the Maritime
Canal Company of Nicaragua.

The message also annonnced that the bill (S. 2460) granting arrears
of pension to Theodore Rauthe, having been presented to the President
of the United States on the 7th instant and not having been returned
by him to the House of Congress in which it originated within the ten
days prescribed by the Constitution, had become a law without his
signature.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the
several States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys
collected under the direct tax levied by act of Congress approved August
b, 1861.

: + SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPEIATION BILL.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera-
tion of the bill (H, R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1830,
and for other purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro-
ceeded with. g

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend-
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 112, after line
9, to insert:

Expenses of inaugural ceremonies: To enable the Secretary of the Senate to

y l?fa necessary expenses of the inaugural ceremonies of EB President and

ice-President of the United States, March 4, 1849, incurred by order of the Sen-

ate, including pay for forty extra Capitol police for three days, at §3 per day each,
3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 113, after line 8, to insert:

Works of art: For the purchase of works of art, and the necessary cleanin,
nbnd rer;ér% thereof, under the direction of the Joint Committee on the
TAry, LU,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘Public print-
ing and binding,’”’ on page 14, line 1, after the words *‘ two million,"’
to strike out ‘*and thirteen thousand *’ and insert ‘‘three hundred and
thirty-six thonsand two hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read:

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING.

For the public printing, for the public binding, and for paper for the publie

rrinting. including the cost of printing the debates and proceedingsof Co

n the CoNorEssTONAL RECORD, and for lil.ho&l;nphln , mapping, and engraving
for both Houses of Congress, the Supreme Court of the United States, the su-
preme court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claimns, the Library of Con-
gress, the Executive Office, and the Departments, inu]udin§ salaries or compen-
s=ation of all necessary clerks and employés, for labor (by the day, piece, or
contract), and for all the necessary materials which may be needed in the prosé-
cution of the worlk, $2,336,200; and from the said sum hereby appropriated print-
ing and binding shall be done by the Public Printer to the amounts following,
respectively, namely, ete.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 114, line 7, after the word ‘‘de-
bates,”” to strike out “‘eight hundred and two thousand’’ and insert
**one million;’! so as to read:

- For &gnting and binding for Congress, including the proceedings and debates,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 114, line 24, before the word
*‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;" so as to
read:

For the State Department, $20,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 115, after the words ‘‘one hun-

dred and,” to strike out ‘*fifty thousand !’ and insert ‘‘fifty-five thoti~

sand two hundred;”” and in line 8, after the word ‘‘exceeding,’’ to

strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;”’ =0 as to make the clause read:,
For the War Department, $155,200 (of which sum $12,000 shall mr the cata-

logue of the library of the éurgeon-General‘a Office), and not ex
for carrying into effect the appropriations for the Signal Bervice.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 115, line 15, before the word
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-five;"’ so as to
make the clause read:

For the Interior Department, including the Civil Service Commission, $243,0000
glﬂeiluding not exceeding $10,000 for rebinding tract-books for the General Land
ce.

ing $12,000

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 115, line 21, before the word
‘‘thousand,” to strike out *“ten’’ and insert *‘ twelve;” so as to make
the clause read:

For the National Museum: For printing labels and blanks for the use of the
National Museum and for the “bulletins™ and annunal volumes of the *“ pro-
ceedings ' of the Museum, $12,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for printing ‘‘ for
the United States Geological Survey,’’ on page 116, to insert:

For engraving the geographical maps of the United States, 45,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was. on page 116, line 7, before the word ** thou-
sand,’’ to strike ont ** seven ’’ and insert ‘* ten;’’ so as to read:

For the Department of Justice, §10,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 116, line 9, after the word ‘* hun-
dred,”” to insert ‘‘and fifty;’’ so as to read:

For the Post-Office Department, §250,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The nextamendment was, on page 116, line 11, before the word ** thou-
sand,’’ to strike out ** thirty ’* and insert !‘ forty;’’ so as to make the
clanse read:

For the Agricultural Department, §40,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, after line 10, on page 117, to insert as a
new section:

Szc. 2. That in order to provide additional accommodations for the Post-Office
Department and other Departments of the Government, including accommoda-
tions for the city post-oflice, Lthe Secretary of the Tr ¥, the Post -Gen-
eral, and the Secretary of the Interior, acting as a board,be, and they are hereby,
empowered and instructed to acquire, as hereinafter provided, the several par-
cels of real estate embodied in B%lm numbered 406 of the city of Washington,
bounded ;]y F street on the north, E street on the south, Eighth street on the
east, and Ninth street on the west; and for the purpose of acquiring said square,
or any part thereof, & sum sufficient to pay the cost thereof is hereby appropri-
ated; and when said property shall be acquired said board may direct that
Eighth street, between E street and F street, northwest, shall be closed and
used for the aforesaid purposes,

That for the purpose of acquiring said real estate the said board may purchase
the same, or any part thereof, from the owner or owners; and if the said boa:
shall be unable so to purchase the same, or any part or ?arts thereof, at a pri
that, in their opinion, is reasonable, they may, by petition in writing, apply to
thesupreme court of the District of Columbia, in general term, set nq forth a
description of the property they have been unable to purchase, and which the
desire to obtain for the public purposes aforesaid,with the names of the owne:
or claimants of the title thereto, and of any incumbrances thereon, so far as the
same may be known to them, and pray!nﬁ]that_the court will canse the same to
be condemned and appropriated to the public use,

Thereupon the court shall cause pi:1:° « notice to be given of such applicatio
by o publication three weeks succes<~ = in two dal ‘{ newspapers publish
in the city of Washington, stating the . . stance of said appligatiop, and notify-
ing all persons having any interest or claim in or to the property 86 mentioned
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to appear before snid court on & day named and become parties to the proceed-
ing, which publication, so made as aforesaid,shall be deemed due notice to all
persons having any interest in or claim to such property. And thereupon said
court shall appoint five disinterested residents of the District of Columbia to be
appraisers of Lhe value of such property and pieces of property, respectively.
e said appraisers shall be sworn to a just and impartial performance of their
duty: and said appraisers having been so n]}pointed ahall give notice to all m}rﬁ—
sons interested in or having elaims to any of such property of a time andip
of hearing, by publication in two daily newspapers published in the ¢ t‘yh‘o!
Washington for six successive days, and thereupon the said appraisers 11
proceed to view the said respective parcels of property and hear the representa-
tives of the United States and the said persons in interest and claimants, and
ghall thereupon estimate and appraise the true and just value of such pieces of
roperty, respectively, and ‘r:fort their findings thereon to the court. U{:o‘n
{’he filing of such rtthe said court may hear the representatives of the United
States and any €3 in interest or claimants and proceed to confirm, modify,
or set aside such report and appoint new app ARS8 I to said eourt
to be just,and make such further orders in the premises as shall effectuate the
Su ses of this appropriation. And when any such report shall have been
nally confirmed by said eourt the United States shall, upon the payment of the
sums awarded by said court as the proper aud just price thereof, to the parties
found by said eourt to be entitled t to, ba d d and p i of
said property for the purposes herein mentioned., Ifitshall appearto said court
that any person having an interest in or any claim to any such parcel of such
roperty can not be found or is unknown, or is an insane person or an idiot, or
5 A mi ed woman or an infant, or is under any disability, the said court may
appoint guardians and trustees for such persons,and make all such orders in
the premises as shall be just for the protection of all rights, and may order that
the sum of money to be paid in respect of any such parcel of property shall be
paid into the Treasury of the United States to the credit of such persons so in-
terested in or having a elaim upon such property, in trust for the person legally
entitled thereto. Any such sum of money so deposited may be paid out of the
Treasury at any time upon the order of said court to any person deemed by the
court entitled thereto upon the proper application to said court for such pur-
pose. And in respect of any such sums of money so deposited the said court
g::il have all the powers of a court of equity in the administration of trust
8.

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator in charge of the bill, on page
117, line 18, where the word ‘‘embodied’’ occurs, that a better word
would be ‘ included.”’

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to either word.

Mr. HALE. I move simply to strike out *‘ embodied.””

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment
will be agreed to if there be no objection.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 120, to insert as section 3
the following:

Sec. 3. That in order to provide additional accommedations for the Govern-
ment Printing Office, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte-
rior, and the Architect of the Capitol Extension, acting as a board, be, and they
are hereby, empowered and instructed to acquire, as hereinafter provided, the
geveral Yareela of real estate embodied in square No. 624 of the city of Wash-
ington, iinﬁ east of a 20-foot alley running from (G street to H street, and
bounded by H street on the north, G street on the south, North Capitol street on
the east, and said named 20-foot alley on the west; said parcels being divided
east and west by Jackson alley, and intersected in part E;a 14-foot alley run-
* miny from G street to Jackson ahgiv; said real estatenow in part being occupied

by the Governmeunt Printing Office. And for the purpose of acquiring said
square, or any part thereof, a sum sufficient to pay the cost thereof is herchy
appropriated. And when said real estate shall be acquired, said board may di-
rect that the 14-footalley, running from G street to Jackson alley, shall be clo:ed
and used for the aforesaid pu

That for the purpese of acquiring said real estate the said board may pu
the same, or any part thereof, from the owner or owners; and if the said board
ghall be unable so to purchase the same, or au{\; or parts thereof, at o price
that, in their opinien, is reasonable, they may take proceedings for the condem-
nation thereof in the manner provided for in section 2 of this act.

Mr. HALE. Onpage121,line 1, I move to strike out the word ‘‘em-
bodied.””

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. That change will be made if there
be no objection.

Mr. VEST. I want to make an inquiry before the amendment is
agreed to. I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Ap-
propriations if this amendment comes from any standing committee of
the Senate.

Mr. ALLISON. No standing committee except the Committee on
Appropriations that reported it.

Mr. VEST. I raise the point of order on if, and I want to state it

now.

Mr. ALLISON. To which amendment does the Senator refer?

Mr. VEST. Isitin the general Book of Estimates?

Mr. ALLISON. To what section does the Senator refer?

Mr. VEST. The last section, in regard to the purchase of ground for
the Printing Office.

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it is in the Book of Estimates.

Mr. VEST. Isitin the report of the Public Printer or asked for by
any officer?

n{r. ALLISON. I think the Public Printer asked for it in his re-

rt.

Mr. VEST. Does it come from the head of any Department?

Mr. ALLISON. It was inserted last year in this appropriation bill,
and is one of the most necessary and important things in this bill,

Mr, VEST, I simply have to say that this amendment ought to
have been submitted to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds. That is the committee of this body which should have con-
sidered this matter and passed upon it. The preceding amendment,
which is a very important one, providing for a city post-office, has come
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I think, and

we have passed it through the Senate twice, and yet it has been given
up in each instance in conference by the conferees of the Senate.

Now, we have an amendment here which does not come from the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds or from any other stand-
ing committee, which is not in the Book of Estimates, not recommended
by the head of a Department, and I raise the point of orderupon it. I
hayve not had time to examine it thoroughly, but I am informed it in-
volves an expenditure for ground alone of more than $180,000 with a
necessary expenditure afterwards of over $500,000 for the addition to
the Printing Office which is contemplated by the amendment, making
altogether in the neighborhood, I amsafe in saying from my experience
in this District in constructing public buildings, an expenditure of from
$700,000 to $1,000,000 without having passed through the committee of
this body which is presumed to know its duty and discharge it.

I raise the point of order.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order isnot open to de-
bate, but by unanimous consent the Senator from Maryland may pro-

ceed.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, if there be no objection to my pro-
ceeding, in response to the Senator’s suggestion of the point of order I
will state that my recollection is very clear that this amendment was
recommended and snbmitted at the last session by the Committee on
Printing precisely as theamendment in relation to the post-office, which
is contained in this bill, was recommended by the Committee on Pub-
lic Buildings and Grounds; and again this session, as I remember,
Therefore, I do not think the point of order is well taken. T think if
is only during this session that it was reported by the committee. I
do not think %rxm be mistaken about it.

In addition to that, I want to say to the Senator from Missounri that
in no case, at no time since the establishment of the office of Public
Printer, has the question of the enlargement of that building, of the ad-
ditional facilities that have been required from time to time, ever come
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, but it has been
by law in special charge of the Joint Committee on Printing. There
can be no question as to the necessity of thisappropriation. Itisacase
that appeals to every Senator who has examined the matter. It is a
question of the lives and health of the poor people who are employed
in that establishment.

We have reported upon it year after year, and the Public Printerhag
drawn attention to it, and in his very last report is thig picture drawn
of the condition of that building, which is not overdrawn:

The condition of the H street wing of the office, as to its capacity to carry the
weight to which it is subjected in its present crowded condition,has been a
source of daily anxiety during the past year, and I have frequently felt impelled
to order the discontinuance of labor and the removal of work awaiting com-
pletion, in order to relieve the floor from the da GLEET, lation of weight
upon i§, which threatened the lives of the employés and the safety of the prop-
erty under my charge,

That building was purchased by the Goverament from a private cit-
izen, it having been erected many years ago, and to-day it is in the con-
dition which the Public Printer describes in that paragraph of his re-
port. Not only is there danger from the building falling and burying
the poor people who are employed therein, but it is anything but fire-
proof. It is liable to be destroyed by fire at any time, and a fire in that
section of the building would stop all the public printing of this Gov-
ernment the moment it took place, for there is but one engine with one
motive power to run all that great machinery.

But more than that, experts who have examined itand humane p
ple who have looked at it all declare that if it was a private estab
lishment conducted by any citizen of the District of Columbia he
ought to be presented or indicted by the grand jury for maintaining
such a nuisance and keeping such a dangerousstracture. 1 have been
in it in the performance of my duty as a member of the Committee on
Printing when it was impossible for the workmen to remain engaged
in the work one hour at a time without being overcome with the foul
gases and heat. It is a disgrace to the Government that we should
compel these poor people to labor eight or ten hours a day doing the
work that is absolutely necessary for the transaction of the business of
the Government in such an unventilated building, one so dangerounsly
constructed, and I submit to my friend from Missouri that it onght yot
to be a.question of consideration of this upon a matter which isso viiial
and which appeals to ns from every instinct of humanity.

I again repeat that it is a subject that the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds have never had chargeof. It belongs propetly
and has always belonged to the Joint Committee on Printitggs.

I trust that the Senate will retain the provision.

Mr, VEST. Mr. President, I fail to appreciate the argament We
by the Senator from Maryland, after reading this amendment. b
he has said goes to the present dangerous condition of the Pulilic Print-
ing Office, and he has drawn a very pathetic picture, and doubtless a
just one, of the want of accommodations there and the abso]lute dan-
ger, both from fire and the falling of the building, to employés, but
there is nothing in this amendment to repair that building. T agreé
with him that if it is in a condition such as is stated by ike PS]}B
Piinter in his report, it is a scandal, a shame, a disgrace to this Giov-
ernment, and there ought to be a new building provided; and if a bill in




2086

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

FEBRUARY 20,

rtake, though not the chairman of the Committee on Public Build-
and Gronnds, but a member of that committee, to say that it
shall be reported back promptly, and I have no doubt it will be promptly

passed by the Senate.

‘What I objected to was the purchase of an additional pieceof ground
without remedying the very danger of which the Senator from Mary-
1and has speken. [ will not insist on the point of order, becanse I do
not choose to putfmynelyl;!:‘n th&aﬁimﬂa ];f be'mghin the slme-

responsible for anything that may happen there after thi te-
g::t; but I do say that this matter ought to have been considered by
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and I heard nothing
heretofore and knew nothing of the facts which have been stated here
to-day by the Senator from Maryland.

There are a greatmany thingsabout the Pablic Printing Office which
I do not approve; a great many abuses existing there; but I have long
gince given up any Utopian ideas of reforming the abuses that exist in
this District, and I propese to aveid, except when called upon by direct
duty, the cleansing of the Augean stables around the seat of Govern-
ment. But it is anoutrageif that stateof things exists and that build-
ing is as dangerous as is stated in the Printer’sreport. Ifisan outrage
to permit it to exist one session of Congress, but by this amendment it
is proposed to have it continued and to purchase more ground simply
to put an addition to that very dangerous and insecure structure.

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator is mistaken.
Mi. VEST. Let me read the amendment and see if I am mistaken:

That in order to provide additional dati for the Governme
Printing Oflice, the Secre of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior,
and the Architect of the Capitol Extension, acting as a board, be, and they are
hereby, empowered and instructed to acquire, as hereinafier provided, the sev-
eral pareels ol estate, ete.

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from Missouri will allow me to
explain, for evidently he has not given the question any personal ex-
amination. The whole machinery of the Government Printing Office
is propelled by one engine located in the dangerous part of the build-
ing which I have deseribed and to which I have called attention. It
is not possible to stop that machinery without stopping all the print-
ing for the Government. There is, therefore, no remedy whatever ex-
cept to acqnire the adjacent ground and put up a new building with
another engine in it, and then tear down and remove the old structure
or repair it. It is the only possible way it can be done. The Com-
mittee on Printing have spent days in looking at it. I have gone over
the ground carefully myself. The present building is surrounded with
rumshops, dives of all sorts and descriptions, and stables, and the Sen-
ator from Missouri, if he would go to the Government Printing Office
‘and look at it and examine it and see the condition these poor people
are in and eompelled to be in, not by any fault of theirs exeept their
povarty, he would be the first to defend it and do what I tried to do
at the last session, and the chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions as well as of Printing ought to see that this great wrong is righted
at once. It is not the fault of the Senate. It is the first time the
whole statement has been made here, and I say now the Senate ought
never to submit to this proposition being eliminated from this bill.
There is every reason why it should be attended to. I trust it will be,
and I trust it will have the hearty support of my friend from Missouri.

Mr. VEST. The fact still remains that this report ought to have
been submitted to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
in order that the facts which have been stated here should be met with
the pro; . Now, the Senator states that this building can
not be repaired—thatis tosay, this engine can not be discontinued with-
out stopping the entire printing of the Government. That is a fact
about whieh I have no personal knowledge, but I do say that a new
building ought to be constructed at once, and that this state of things
which is disgraceful to the Government and which seems to have been
in existence for some months, if not years, should have been reme-
died long ago by a bill to erect an addition to the Printing Office which
is elear and free from the dangers that have been stated here to-day.

I withdraw the point of order, but I want to saynow that whenever
a bill for the purpose comes to the Commitiee on Public Buildings and
Grounds we will act upon it promptly, for if one-third of what the
Senator from Maryland says is true, it is a scandal to the Government.

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senate passes on thissection, I desire to
say a word in response to the suggestions made by the Senator from
Missouri. I want to say to him and to the Senate that there was no
disposition in the Committee on Appropriationsto aggrandize power or
to draw into that committee appropriations that are not properly and
fairly considered by the proper committees of this body; but it so hap-
pens that last year the Committee on Printing, which I think is the
committee having proper jurisdiction of everything relating to jmblie
printing, presented this amendment to the Committee on Appropria-

“tions, not only by referring it to that committee, hut by appearing and
explaining in detail what has been so well stated to-day by the Senator
from Maryland, as to the necessities of the Public Printing Office, and
we inserted in the sundry civil bill of last year this identical amend-
ment. We were, however, compelled to give ap the amendment in
conference, as we were compelled to give up the amendment respecting
the post-office provision of that bill, simply because the House of Rep-

EMWMMMMW& that purpose I will un-

]

resentatives would not agree to it. We could not convinee the con-
ferees on tne part of the House of the importance of the amendment,
Now, seeing this condition of and the matter appearing to the
Committee on Appropriations to be urgent, we believed it to be our duty
to call the attention of the Senate to the necessity of the acquisition of
this in order that a sunitable building might be prepared to
enable the Public Printer, without stopping the Government work, to
repair the old building, which is in the condition stated in the report
read by the Senator from Maryland.. f

I am very glad that the Senator from Missouri has made his sugges-
tion, because it will cause the Appropriations Committeeto be especially
careful to not infringe npon the prerogatives or rights of other great
committees of this body. Wedo notdesire and have not in the past de-
sired to take from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds any
of the proper considerations that pertain to that committee as respects
public bunildings. ‘We have never put upon these bills and do not pro-
pose to put upon them appropriations for new structures without those
appropriations having first been considered by the proper committees
of this body, and I think if the Senator from Missouri will look at the
records of the past as respects our Committee on Appropriati will
see that we have with scrupulous care adhered to our proper relations
to other committees of this body.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I concur heartily and entirely with
what has been said by my eolleague upon the Printing Committee, the
Senator from Maryland, and I do reproach myself somewhat that I have
not been more active in this matter; but I have had such bad success
in any matter connected with the Printing Office that I have subsided.
Four years ago we obtained the passage by Congress of an amendment,
I think in the sundry ecivil bill, that authorized the expenditure of
seven to eight thousand dollars for putting into the Printing Office one
or the other kind of antomatic fire-extinguishers. These fire-extin-
guishers are very largely in use by the large manufacturers of the
country. Water pipes run through the rooms near the ceiling at in-
‘tervals.- They have a sprinkler, as they call it, throngh which the
water is allowed to flow freely, distributing a shower of water over a
circle, perhaps 30 feet in diameter. This sprinkler can besetin opera-
tion by a heatof any degree that may bechosen, say 140 degrees, and a
fusible alloy locks the plugs, andif a fire breaks outa heat of 140 degrees
melts the fusible alloy, and the sprinkler goes to work instantly when-
ever the heat rises to that.

The use of these antomatic spinklers in some of the great factories
has proved invaluable. There never has been a large fire where the
best of these sprinkiers have been used. 'We supposed that by putting
in an item of $7,500, if that was jt, for these sprinklers, it wonld be
virtually a command to the Public Printer to do the work. I have
not examined the extent to which he did do it, bat for a long time he
did nothing, absolutely nothing, notwithstanding the danger, and then
he put in something or other over a small portion of the building.

There is a million dollars’ worth of combustible property there with
insuflicient protection against fire. Congress did what it could in the
matter, but the Publie Printer, like some other Government officers—
and I am not bringing that in guestion—assumed a special discretion
over the matter after Congress had expressed its opinion.

But that is not the pending g estion. I said I concurred with my
colleague of the Committee on Printing. The present condition of the
rooms ocenpied by eompositors and binders is discreditable to the Gov-
ernment. The ceilings are too low; the operatives are very much
crowded there, and it is high time that we put up a safer and more
wholesome building, if not more than one.

Mr. BLAIR. One gets the impression from listening to this debate
that that old trap down there is very much like the Hartford hotel,
and that at any time we are liable to have fastened upon us the respon-
sibility, after due notice, of an explosion demolishing that structure and
destroying the lives and health of those who are employed there.

The mere interruption of the public business is ﬂl:e difficulty which
has been suggested, but it strikes me that we muy possibly find a
more serious responsibility upon the Senate and the other House now
that these facts are brought to our attention if we fail in this bill im-
mediately to make provision for such repairs—immediate and neces-
sary repairs—and the strengthening of the structure, or the improve-
ment of the machinery, or the immediate surronndings of that ma-
chinery, the engine, etc., as can be made with a view to immediate
safety during the interim wherein even to buy this land the Public
Printing Office must be utilized. It has to be occupied and kept going
just as a fort is defended and kept rcady for a siege, because the pub-
lic business and the interests of the country require that fo be done.
These people must stay there, although iv may be a more dangerous
point on the whole than Fort Sumter in Charleston Harbor was during
the siege prior to the breaking out of the war.

Is that this difficulty, if it be a difficulty, between the sng-
gestions of the Senator from Maryland and the amendment pending
and the Senator from Missouri might he obviated by an amendment
to the pending provision by whicﬁ five, or ten, or twenty thousand
dollars, as the case may be, shall be appropriated for immediate and

and possible repairs. I suggest to the chairman of the Com-

nepessary 1hle L A
.mittee on Appropriations whether his knowledge of how to do it may
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.:;otbanﬁlimdh his proposing right here and now an addition to this

amendment which the committee have reported, a slight additional a
propriation to keep thisold trap safe to live in or to die in, atleastsafe
‘to die l:hin the meanwhil

| Mr. ALLISON. Iwﬂl?ﬂy,in response to the suggestion made by

Ign Senator from New Hampshire, that the Committes on Appropria-
{tions have no information that would justify them in suggesting any
|gpecific gnm. If the Committee on Printing or the Architect of the
i&el‘:—ilbol will show us any way whereby this building can be tempora-
¥ily patched up, I shall be willing as one member of the Appropria-
|tiqps Committee to appropriate a sufficient sum for that purpose.

Mr. GORMAN. We did make an appropriation last year covering
.tbst. and so far as temporary repairs are concerned all has been done
|by the Architect of the Capitol that it is possible for him to do.
| "Mr. BLAIR. Am I to understand, that notwithstanding what has
been said here, the Government Printing Office is a safe and proper
place fer human beings to be employed in?

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all.
| Mr. BLAIR. Do I understand that everything has been done to
/malke it as safe for present occupancy as can be done?
| Mr. GORMAN. I think so.

Mr. BLAIR. Then there is no immediate danger to life?

Mr. GORMAN. I think there is yet. :

Mr. BLATIR. Do I understand that the engine is in danger of blow-
ing up any more than it nsed to be? Is it a safe, strong, and proper
axx:lgiua to be employed about the work and not specially liable to ex-
plosion?

Mr. GORMAN. The engine I spoke of is within the walls of the
building itself. I understand from the Architect that no farther im-
provements can be made upon the structure as it now stands,

, Mr. BLAIR. Does the Architect report this building as safe to be
occupied at the present time?
| Mr. GORMAN. He does not.

Mr. BLAIR. I fail to be convinced that the building ean not be
made safer. You can take a dying, struggling, rotting railroad bridge,
and make it safe by proper supports and appendages until a new one
can be erected instead of it and be ready for occupancy; and I do not
believe that the Architect has made a proper report or done his full
duty unless he has gone to the limit of expenditnre allowed. If that
building is unsafe for occupaney, if it must be abandoned until we
bave to find more money to make it safe, it is not the right thing that
these fifteen or sixteen hundred people there are to be put day and
night going in there and coming out with their lives at stake in the
rendition of the service which they give for the payment of the pit-
tance we allow them; and I respectfully ask that those charged with
this matter take great care to clear their consciences, as we are in-
formed of the existing danger.

Mr. HAWLEY. [ think from the langnage of the Senator from New
Hampshire he supposes that I am chairman of the Committee on Print-
ing. The chairman, the seniorSenator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER-
80N ] is not now in his place.

I have not supposed that there was any more than the ordinary risk,
the average risk, in that building from the steam engine. I supposed
it to be a good engine and the boiler to be good, wﬁmpposed that
the engineer and fireman are temperate and faithful men., Nordo I
think the building is actually liable to fall down at any day unlessthe
Public Printer should carelessly permit too great an accumulation of
weight somewhere. Fire escapes, I think, bave been sufficiently pro-
vided o that the employés can get out. But the building is unwhole-
some, and, as I said, the ceilings are too low and the accommodations

re not sufficient. It is an old building which we ought not to éon-
ue.

Mr. BLAIR. I certainly intended no reflection upon anybody.

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not think there was any reflection.

Mr. BLAIR. I am as much to blame as any other Senator. We
have a cage of death right under our own personal observation, for
there is no Senator here who does not cccasionally visit that building,
I suppose.

I understood it to be emphatically stated in response to my inquiry,
by the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GORMAN], just now that the Arch-
itect, notwithstanding his expenditures, still says the building is un-
safe. It is uncertain whether he says it has been made as safe as money
can make it. That is the point I am dwelling upon. Now, suppose
we buy the land proposed; we erect a new Public Printing Office.  We
know very well that is a process of three, four, or five years; and mean-
while this building must answer the purpose, or be made to answer the
purpose, for the public work must go on.

After what has been said here to excite attention and arouse suspicion
and apprehension on the part of those obliged to do this work as well
as on the part of those who may feel some responsibility in regard to
these employés, their health and their lives, it does seem to me that
immediate provision should be made for the safety of the building to
be sure that the machinery, the engine, and everything else is as safe
as it can be made to be meanwhile.

The matter of ventilation is not so difficult a thing for & man who

knows anything of the laws of atmosphere or atmospheric circula-
tion. If the men and women are working in dens and dungeons
there, holes can be ent and apertures can be opened and machinery in-
troduced to create a circulation of air, as we do here in this building,
as we do in this interior box, which would be simply a Black Hole of
Galcutta but for some of the improvements which we have introdneed
here. Something of that kind ean be done to save the lives of these
young eonsumptives or these old consumptives down there, who have
become such by reason of the kind of place we compel them to work
in, during the next four or five years, when they must stay and work,
or their successors after they have gone to the cemetery.

I think an investigation could be made within a day by the Architect
of the Cagiml. which would result in an estimate so that, not upon
this bill, but upon the deficiency bill, or some proper bill, there could
be provisions made to have something done forthwith, so that we might
not at least look upon ourselves as accessories to the murder of these
people if they go up in an explosion.

Mr. VEST. I want to suggest to the chairman of the committee,
on page 121, line 19, to strike out the word *‘ take’’ and insert ‘‘in-
stitute legal.”” I do not like that expression as a lawyer. At the
same time it would be better to say *‘they may institute legal pro-
ceedings.”’ I propose, in line 19, on page 121, to strike ont the word
““take’’ and insert ‘‘institute legal;"’ so as to say:

At a price that, in their opinion, is reasonable, they may institute legal pro-
ceedings for condemnation thereof in the manner provided for in section 2
of this act.

Mr. ALLISON. I see the point of the Senator. I rather think the
word ‘“‘take’’ is a better word, becaunse it refers back to the provision
of section 2, which is a long provision, in respect to these proceedings,
some of which are legal and some of which may not be absolutely in a
technical sense legal proceedings. I will say to the Senator that this
matter was submitted last year to the chairman of the Committee on
the Judiciary for the legal phraseology, and my recollection now is that
thntdparaicu!ar word was substituted by the chairman for some other
word.

Mr. VEST. Ibeg the Senator’s pardon. I had something to do
with that matter, becaunse I drew part of this clause here. That is the
very reason I suggest the amendment. The word *‘take’ contem-
plates an action by the commissioners in the way of purchase which
does not apply. It isnot a legal term as to condemnation proceedings.
The latter part of the amendment provides—

That for the purpose of acquiring said real estate the said board may purchase
the same, or any part thereof, from the owner or owners; and if the said
shall be unable so to purchase the same—

Repeating the langunage that is nsed in the post-office amendment.
Then we come to the coercive part, where they are not able to buy at
a reasonable sum, then the language ought to be in my judgment that
they ‘‘may institute legal proceedings.’”” They do not take these pro-
ceedings themselves.

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the phraseology. I only hopeit
will stand until the amendment is finally disposed of in the Senate.
I h:&p: no other lawyer on the Judiciary Committee will suggest other
WO

Mr. VEST. It isnota matter of any vital importance.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CurrtoM in the chair). The
amendment to the amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In line 19, page 121, after the word ‘‘ may," it
is proposed to strike out ‘‘take’’ and insert the words ‘‘institute
egal;' so as to read:

1 They may institute legal pr iings for the condemnation th

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. SHERMAN, T desire to offer an amendment, and I ask the
unanimous consent of the Senate to offer it. It is to add an indepen-
dent section to this bill—the same provision that was inserted by the
unanimons vote of the Senate the other day on another bill, which may
not reach final action. I should like to have it adopted here. My
amendment is:

8ko. 4. That any com,

f, et

3 ny authorized by law to run cars propelled by horses
within the District of Columbia is hereby authorized to substitute for horses
eleetrie er by storage or independent electrical balteries or under-ground
wire, or ungﬁ;:aground cables moved by steam power, on the whole or any
portion of its way, the same to be done under the direction and with the
approval of the commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia, with anthority to
purchase and use any terminal grounds and facilities necessary for the purpose.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there ohjection to receiving this
amendment? The Chair hearsnone. The question is on agreeing to it.

Mr. DAWES. The Senator showed me that amendment the other
day and I was a little doubtful about the phraseology of it. I wish
he wonld add to that *‘not with overhead wires.”’

Mr. SHERMAN. I have noobjection to that, becanse the language
of the amendment would not permit overhead wires in any case. It
only anthorizes these companies to take one of the different modes of
power named, either the independent battery, which is the storage bat-
tery, or the cable-road, or the electric wire with under-ground cables.

Mr. DAWES. I am inclined to think the Senator is right, but it
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may be possible to describe an independent battery as one which carries
its power with an overhead wire.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts will
please repeat his amendment.

Mr. SHERMAN. The independent battery means where the bat-
tery is in the car.

Mr. DAWES. I know that is what the SBenator means and what T
mean, but I do not know what somebody else may think it means,
and, therefore, after the words ‘‘independent electric batteries,”” I
move to insert ‘‘ not by overhead wires.”

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all right,

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to this amendment, as the Senator
from Ohio seems to think it an important amendment. I shall simply
feel constrained hereaiter to object to any amendments that may be
offered of this character.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, of course I do not believe that this
is the proper place for such an amendment, and while I believe thatit
will probably be very beneficial to change horse-railroad power for
leleett'lcn‘.)' or cable, still I think it is but fair in considering this ques-
tion and giving such privilege that you shall attach to it a proviso that
(each of these companies shall pay to the District of Columbia 4 per
'cent. on the gross receipts of its road. That is a provision that we have
‘inserted in the bill that passed through the Senate last session for a
cable road. Itis the same provision that is in the Eckington road
charter, which is propelled by electricity, as I understand.

Mr. HARRIS, If the Senator from Maryland will allow me, I think
that provision has been incorporated into every charter that has been
granted by this Congress, but contemplating as the Committee on the
District does a thorongh revision and the adoption of what we may
ult:mabely decide to be the best system of street transportation the com-
'mitfee has thought we would leave that question of overhauling the
general matter of taxation in respect of all the roads until we were pre-
pared to determine upon the system that we wounld require to have
adopted by the roads.

Mr. GORMAN." So I understand. I have heard that statement for
several years, since I have been here, but we have never reached the
point where we can get a test vote on any question in which the rail-
roads are interested where we can induce them to accept a proposition |
of this sort.

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend will excuse me, this provision, which
is simply permissive, will not interfere in the slightest degree with the
power of Congress to levy any system of taxation that it may deem
proper, either upon the street-railroads or upon the other railroads.
All that this does is to give them no privilege, but to give them fair
notice that they will have the opportunity to substitute modern power.
If they do not do this I, for one, shall be in favor at the next Congress
of requiring them to do it by a pretty severe measure.

I am assured by a gentleman at the head of one of these corpora-
tions that if they had this legal authority (for I asked the question,
why do you not adopt modern means of locomotion in Washington
where you ought to have the best possible road) they would proceed
to act, though it wounld involve a very large expenditure, three times
the cost of the road. I said, ‘‘That makes no difference; it ought to
be done.”” He said that their road would do it. He gaid—I make
this statement frankly, because I expect the gentlemen to do it—he
said if they got the anthority, if you gave them the power, they wounld
make a cable road the whole length of Seventh street, and they would
as soon as the best motive power by electricity could be decided upon
make the best possible electric road from Georgetown to the navy-
yard. If they do not do it nothing is lost. We are then in a condi-
tion to make such provision as we choose; but if they do it we accom-
plish by their consent a great improvement for the cify of Washington
and the people of the whole country.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio will not
understand me as opposing any of these improvements. I think with
him there is great necessity for them. But I do believe it is impossi-
ble to settle this question now upon an appropriation bill. The other
question of the class of rail they onght to use upon the Avenue and the
F street lines is just as n to be settled asthe motive power;
and while I am in thorough accord with him and have no desire what-
ever to hamper any of these roads, but on the contrary wish to give them
all proper facilities and all the power needed to do what is required, still
we are going on in a way that I think is very unjust to the people ot
the District of Columbia,

If these roads get snch a privilege as youn grant by this amendment,
in competition with the other roads that you have already chartered,
they would unquestionably subject themselves without a murmur to
proper taxation. They would change the rail. There are no more
profitable roads than the F street and the Avenue roads in the United
States, certainly none more pmﬁtable than the Avenue road. They
have defied the District commissioners; they have defied everybody in
Congress. There is not a possibility of getting an improvement from
them unless you couple it with the condition of giving them increased
facilities.

I do not want to take the time of the Senate by going into this mat-
ter now, and therefore I raise the point of order on the amendment.
1 object to it because we can not consider it properly at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment
of the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. HARRIS, I ask the Senator from Maryland to withdraw the
})oint of order that he raises npon the amendment, for a moment at
east.

Mr. GORMAN. I will do so.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand that
the Senator from Maryland has raised a question of order.

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Maryland distinctly made a point
of order on the amendment.

Mr. SHERMAN. But he made it after the amendment had been
received and the question stated on its adoption.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairaskedif there wasobjection
to receiving the amendment, and none was made.

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator froin Maryland to raise the
question of order, and he certainly did.

Mr. GORMAN. I did.

Mr. SHERMAN. Ibegpardon. TheSenator from Maryland raised
the point of order too late. I do not wish to make a technical point,
but the qnasnon was put by the Chair before the point of order was

Mr "HARRIS. That is a matter for the Chair to determine, or for
the Senate to determine if there shall be an appeal; but I want to say
to the SBenator from Maryland that this amemfmant of the Benator from
Ohio, whether in order er out of order, simply grants to the existing
street-railroad companies of the District the right to use either elec-
tricity or cable as a motive power, or electricity by underground wires
or storage batteries. I think there can be no doubt that electricity is
the power that will be generally, if not nnivemlly, adopted for street
transportation, and I think the earlier it is adopted the better. We
need not connect in giving this anthority any question of taxatien upon
the railroads.

That is an open question with which Congress can deal at any hour
of any day that it i3 in session as it chooses to deal with it, and if the
Senator from Maryland will introduce a bill and send it to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia, that committee will investigate
the whole question and determine whether 4 per cent. on the gross
earnings or 5 per cent, or 10 per cent. is a fair and reasonable taxation
to subject them to.

But I should be unwilling to act upon that question of taxation with-
ount investigation, and therefore I hope the Senator from Maryland will
not seek to incorporate into this bill anything upon the question of!
taxation upon the railroads, but I hope he will not ohject to the adop~
tion of this amendment that the greater of these railroad companies
may at once adopt electricity as a power, as some of them, I know,
will do if the anthority is given. I think it important to the District
that they have the authority.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, one year ago, or about a year ago,
we had under consideration the charter of a cable road running from
the east of the city and parallel with the Avenue and F street lines, !
and so on to Georgetown, and this same question came up. The bil
came from the proper committee, and in opposition to a 4 per cent.|
tax at that time—it was a greater amount as I offered it, I think, as
by referring to the REcorRD he will find—substantially the statement
he has made to-day he made then.

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will allow me.
to say that I was opposing the 4 per cent. tax?

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all.

Mr. HARRIS. On thecontrary, I reported the bill and supported it.

Mr. GORMAN. I say that on the cable line the gquestion of a tax
npon the gross receipts arose npon an amendment offered by himself;
and if my recollection is right the Senator from Tennessee, who is an
honored member of the Committee on the District of Columbia, made
the same statement he makes now, that it was a matter that ought to
be considered by itself and without any relation to thespecific bill that
was under consideration granting the charter. The Committee on the
District of Columbia reported another bill at this session, and they in-
corporated the amount that the Senate at that time thought was a fair
tax—4 per cent. nupon the Eckington road and upon other roads since
chartered.

Therefore the Committee on the District of Columbia, so far as I
know, have come to the conclusion that upon an average that is a fair
tax upon the street-railroads. I think myself it is very low on the
Avenue road and the I street road. But I do not care to go into that
discussion now. I do not think this is the time or place for it. Ido
not believe we have the time for it now. Therefore I raise the point
of order on this amendment; and I snbmit, if the Chair will permit me,
that I have never known of a proposition presented and read for infor--
mation against which a point of order did not lie at any time. When
a Senator offers a proposition as the Senator from Ohio has offered this
the custom of the Senate has always been that at any time before the
vote is had npon the amendment a point of order will lie. I submit
that to the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio when he of-
fered the amendment stated thathe desired to doso by unanimous con-
sent, Theamendment wasread, and the Chair announced that if there
were no objection to receiving it the guestion would be on the adep-~

Do I understand him
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tion of the amendment, and he proceeded to put the question. How-
ever, the Chair is not inelined to be rigid in reference to such a matter,
and if the Senator from Maryland states that he did raise the point of
order at any time during the discussion of the question, the Chair is
inclined to hold that he will allow the point of order to be entertained,
and he thinks the amendment can not be received unless by unanimous
consent if the point of order is made.

Mr. VEST. I think I am responsible for thiscondition of affairs. I
heard the Senator from Ohio ask unanimous consent, and I asked the
Senator from Maryland a question and called his attention away from
the proceedings of the Senate, and while I was discussing thisidentical
proposition, as soon as I ceased speaking, the Senator from Marylani
raised the point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair recognizes his right todo it.

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish atall to insist upon a techniecal
point. All I want is to accomplish a furpose. I have no more inter-
est in the matter than anybody else. I sincerely hope that the Senator
from Maryland will, before the bill is disposed of, allow the option to
be given to these railroads between now and next year. I trust there-
fore he will reconsider the matter himself.

Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that the identi-
cal proposition that he presents now has passed the Senate, and I am
sorry to say that it was during my absence with my friend from Iowa
[Mr. ALLisON] on the Appropriations Committee, and it is now a part
of the Eckington Railroad charter which is pending elsewhere, so that
the Senate has acted upon this proposition,and the other House has the
opportunity to pass the bill which gives all that is asked for.

Mr. BHERMAN, But I was told ihat there was some doubt about
the passage of the bill, and therefore, desiring to accomplish this object

- in a direct way, I offered the amendment to this bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereisnoamendment pending. The
bill is still open to amendment,

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the Committee on Appropriations I
offer an amendment to be inserted on page 3, after line 18,

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Towa,
who represents the Commitieeon Appropriations, what action has been
taken on the amendment in reference to establishing a light and fog-
signal on the western end of Coney Island.

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the committee has
authorized me to report that amendment, and I shall doitin a few mo-
ments,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen-
ator from Iowa will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 3, after line 18, it is proposed to insert:

For post-office at Lincoln, Nebr.: For paving, curbing, gradin ttd

Mr. ALLISON. Now Iask to go back to the reserved amendments,

The SBECRETARY. On page 19, line 12, after the word ‘‘ exceeding,”’
the Committee on Appropriations reported to strike out *‘1 cent’’ and
insert **50 cents,’”’ and in line 14, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to
strike out ‘‘seventy-six '’ and insert ‘‘ninety;’’ so as to read:

For wages of plate-printers, at piece-rates to be fixed by the Secretary of the
Treasury, not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, including the
wages of printers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each when employed, and for wages
of printers’ assistants at steam-presses, at §1.50 a day each when employed, and
for royalty at not exceeding 50 cents per thousand impressions for use of steam
plate-printing machines, $390,000, to be expended under the direction ofthe Sec-
retary of the Treasury.

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. GEORGE] to the reserved amendments.

Mr. GEORGE, Is that matter up now for consideration?

Mr. ALLISON. It is before the Senate.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have been requested by the rep-
resentatives of a very respectable organization of the laborers in this
country and the laborers themselves, to insist before the Senate that
the bill upon this subject of engraving and printing as contained on
pages 19 and 20 of the printed bill, as it came from the Honse of Rep-
resentatives, should be passed.

The bill as it came from the House provided for a royalty ‘‘not ex-
ceeding 1 cent per thousand impressions for the use of steam plate-
printing machines.”” That provision, as I understand, was inserted
for the purpose of securing a disuse of those machines in the Govern-
ment Engraving and Printing Bureau. The laborers of the country, as
represented by the Knights of Labor, insist that this legislation of the
House, which will secure the disuse in the Engraving and Printing
Burean of the steam plate-printing machines, should receive the sanc-
tion of Congress. ;

They are largely interested, Mr. President, in the disuse of these ma-
chines, which put out of employment a large number of skilled laborers.
Whilst I do not understand the organization to insist that merely be-
cause & large number of skilled laborers are deprived of employment
by these printing machines, and for that reason alone, they should not
be used, their opposition is about this: that these machines should not
be substituted for human labor and to the dismissal of a large number
of skilled workmen unless it can be shown that these machines do the
work of the Government in a proper manner, do it as well and as ef-
fectually as it would be done by hand-work.

I have looked over the report of the Honse committee npon this sub-
ject, and I find that committee has reached this conclusion after a very
laborious and careful investigation:

The great weight of the evidence submitted and of the opinions expressed to
the committee overwhelmingly establish the proposition that the work done on

-, and e
stone steps about the post-o Mce site and f:’ublic grounds, and repuigng the fount-
ainand walks in said grounds, at Lincoln, Nebr., §10,000.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. I also offer on behalf of the Committee on Appro-
priations the amendment which I send to the desk, and I call the at-
tention of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] to it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 8, after line 23, it is proposed to insert:

Coney Island, New York: For establishing a light or lights, and a fog-signal
on the western end of Coney Island, New York, $§25,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALLISON. I move toamend, to come in on page 8, after line
19:

Castle Hill light-station, Rhode Island: For the construction of the light-
house at Custle Hill, Rhode Island, £5,000, additional to the sum already appro-

priated.
The amendment was agreed to.
Mr. ALLISON. On page 45 there was an amendment overlooked.

In line 16 I move to strike out “‘fifty ?’ and insert *‘ eighty-six,’’ so as
to make the sum *‘$86,000,”’ which is the amonnt estimated for by the
Treasury Department.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated from
the desk.

The SECRETARY. On page 45, line 16, before the word *‘thousand,’’
it is proposed to strike out ‘* fifty 7’ and insert ‘‘ eighty-six;”’ so as to
read:

Quarantine service: For the maintenance and ordinary expenses, including

ay of officers and employés of quarantine stations at Delaware breakwater,

pe Charles, South Al.l‘:.ntlc quarantine station (Sapelo Sound), Key West, Gulf
quarantine station, San Diego, S8an Francisco, and Port Townsend, $46,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. TELLER. I call the attention of the chairman of the com-
mittee to page 64. On page 64, line 4, after the word ‘‘repair,” I
move to insert the words ““ and protect.’”

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to that amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 64, line 4, after the word *‘ repair,”’ it is
proposed to insert ‘‘ and protect;’’ so as to read:

Repair of the ruin of Casa Grande, Arizona: To enable the Secreta
Interior to repair and protect the ruin of Casa Grande, situate in Pinal
near Florence, Ariz., ete,

The amendment was agreed to.

of the
unty,

the steam-press is not so good as that done on the hand-press, and the only ground
upon which it is sought to justify the continued use of the inferior process is
merely that the best printing is only obtainable at an i d cost.

That is the judgment of the House committee, and upon that the
House acted in providing that the royalty on these steam-press ma-
chines shounld be so low that the effect wonld be to discontinue their
use. This morning there has been laid upon my table a report of the
Finance Compittee of the Senate, who have had the same matter under
consideration for some time. There is a large body of evidence which
I have not bad time to read, because it was only laid on my desk an
hour or two ago, taken on thesubject of thesesteam printing machines.
The report of the committee, however, is very short, and I have been
enabled toread it once, and I understand it to be directly in opposition
to the report made by the House committee—that the Senate commit-
tee has reached the conclusion that the work can be done as well by
these machines as by hand, and that therefore our committee is not in
favor of the proposition to discontinue their nse,

So we are confronted in the investigation of this question by the re-
port of the committee of the other House declaring, as [ have read, that
these machines do not do perfect work, and with areport from the Sen-
ate committee asserting the direct contrary. In this conflict of opinion
between the two committees I think it wonld be safe for the Senate
and safe for the House to regard the matter as not determined posi-
tively by the evidence, as not taken by the evidence out of the region
of debate and fair disputation; or, in other words, that the proposition
that the printing can be done as well and as perfectly and with as much
security against counterfeiting by the steam-machine presses has not
been made out beyond reasonable and fair dispute; and in that state
of the case, as it is not contended anywhere that the work done by these
machines is superior to the hand-work and affords better gnaranties
against counterfeiting, it would be the safe thing for us to do to adhere
to that mode of printing which both committees, the House and the
Senate committee, agree is a perfect mode of doing the work.

I think the situation is about that. I wonld not be prepared to af-
firm, and I do not think the Senate, in view of the adverse report, and in
view also of some of the evidence from which Ishall read to the Senate
very short extracts, is prepared to rest firmly upon the position that
this printing can be as well and as perfectly done by the steam-presses
as by hand-work.

I said I would read a little from the testimony upon that subject, I
will read very little and it is abstracted here for my convenience by
the attorney for the general executive board of the Knights of Labor.
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Some of these extracts I have verified from the original documents and
gome I have not. I take it, as the extracts are made by a reputable
lawyer, that I may rely and the Senate may rely with some confidence
" that the extracts are correct and not garbled or misquoted:

Mr. Graves, Chief of thewnumn of Engraving and Printing,in Senate Mis-
“H,'i‘;‘i';“&a”‘.f“.,?n":,‘i“&ﬂ‘;' mi‘r{n:syn:f'steamwﬂnting and hand-printing, it may be
said that,speaking in the widest seuse,steam-printing is not eq to hand-
printing. * * * There isnodoubt that the printing by that process [by hand]
would best earry out the intention of the engraver.” * * *

There are several other extracts in this paper from skilled engravers,
and [ believe some from bank presidents, all to the same effect. It is
not necessary to read them all.

My position, then, is simply this upon this matter: that there being
conflict of opinion between the Senate committee and the House com-
mittee, there being this admission which I have read to the Senate
made by the chief of the bureau, the n who is managing this
business, in favor of the view presented by the House committee, we
ghould be taking a risk upon ourselves to disregard the protest of these
laborers and al:a%mit to the manufacture of the very important and
very essential thing, the common currency of eur ootm:g‘ by these
steam-presses, becanse every nback bill, every national-bank bill,
every certificate of silver or of gold, which passes into general circula-
tion in the country as currency is, every one of them, manufactured in
this burean. So we are under the very highest obligation, not only to
these persons whose business, whose labor, whose vocation in life is in-
terfered with by thesubstitution of machines for humanskill and human
muscle, but we are also nnder obligation to the great mass of the people
of this country who are not skilled and can never be skilled in the
detection of counterfeits; we are under the highest obligations to both
these parties to pursue such course as will best tend to protect the
great mass of our community from being imposed upon by counterfeit
money.

As{at as I have learned, all agree that the very highest type of work-
manship, the very best gnaranty against counterfeiting, can be had by
the hand-presses. The contention upon the other side, as Iunderstand,
has never amounted to more than this, that a part of the printing on
each bill, not all of it, but a part of the printing on each bill, may be
as well and as satisfactorily done by the machine as by hand. ButI
have not heard it suggested that the operation of a machine or the use
of a machine will furnish a better style of work or a better guaranty
against counterfeiting than hand-work.

In view of this state of facts, I submit, with deference to the Senate
Finance Committee, and to all svho may disagree with me, that we
ought not to discard hand-work on any part of these bills, ought not
to incur the risk of counterfeiting, and ought not—and I confess that
this last consideration weighs very greatly with me, and I think it
ought to weigh very greatly with the Senate—we ought not in this case
of doubt to discard human labor, human skill, human muscle, and sub-
stitute for them a mere machine.

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I only wish to make a single
gtatement that will take but two or three minutes.

I think an examination of both the testimony taken by the House
committee and the testimony taken by the Benate committee will re-
veal the fact that the plates printed by labor are much plainer, much
more perfect in detail, much more difficult to counterfeit than those
printed upon the machines. Certainly I so understand the testimony
of the present chief of the secret service, coupled with the testimony
also of his predecessor, Mr. Brooks, both of whom are charged with
the discovery and detection of counterfeits; and really when a coun-
terfeit bill is placed in circulation or suspected of being in circulation
the matter is turned over immediately to the chief of the detective
service. The result of his investigation is, of course, an alarm gent
all over the country, and the bill is declared to be a counterfeit if dis-
covered to be so. ThereforeI do not think it ought to be a question of
expense at all. Ttis notaquestion of whether it costs a certain sum or
money to produce a certain result in the printing-office, but what is the
most perfect mode of gr:oedure; what is the most method by
which these bills may be printed. If by hand labor, then certainlyno
machine should be used for the purpose. I think the testimony all
goes to prove, as the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has said,
that in a comparison between the machine-printed notes and the hand-
printed notes the hand-printed are declared to be the better.

I have also had a personal conversation with the gentleman who oc-
cupies the position of superintendent of the Burean of Engraving—
not Engraving and Printing, but Engraving—perhaps one of the best
experts in this country, perhaps one of the most accomplished engrav-
ers in this country, and he gives me as his view that the hand-printed
notes are much more diffieult to counterfeit and much more ectand
complete.

Now, in a matter which concerns the circulation of the country where
people are not all supposed to be experts, certainly the very best
method that can be devised should be employed, irrespective of cost.
Therefore, for one, I shall vote for the House proposition in this bill.

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, with the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. Hargis] I devoted a good deal of time to theinvestigation of this

much-vexed question, and it is proper that I should state the conclu-
sions which the committee reached in respect to it.

For ten years steam printing-presses have been used in the Burean
of Engraving and Printing, We print with them the backs of the sil-
ver certificates and also the internal-revenue stamps, or a part of them.
The guestion of their introduction was first thoroughly examined by
the Chief of the Burean of Engraving and Printing and the experts of
the Treasury De;)art.ment nearly ten years ago, and the then honorable
Secretary of the Treasury, the present Senator from Ohio [Mr. Sirgn-
MAN], ordered their introduction into the Department. Following
him, they were approved by the late Secretary I'olger after a thorough
investigation of their work. Its value, its economy, every question
connected with it was thoroughly investigated by him, and he ap-
proved of the introduction of the presses and ordered more of them.

The present Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Fairchild, has thoroughly
investigated the guestion,and has made it the subject of his report to Con-
gress, approving of the introduction of steam printing-presses into the
Burean of Engraving and Printing and indorsing their work. The Post-
master-General of the United States,after a thoronghinvestigation of the
question, has concluded that postage-stamps should be printed by steam-
presses, -The Treasurer of the United States, who is the officer to whose
attention it would bespecially called ifimperfect work wasdone by steam-
presses, has most emphatically approved of the character of the work,
after full examination, his judgment being based upon the work as it
is turned out and based upon the reports of experts charged with in-
vestigating it. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, thoroughly
investigating the work of steam-presses, has added his approval to that
of these other Government officials, and it stands upon the record to-day
that every Government official charged with responsibility for the per-
fection of this work has approved it; there is no exception.

A Senator has read a quotation from the report of Mr. Graves, the
chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, from which it is argued
that the work is not as perfect as thatof hand-presses, If you consider
all the work which can be printed—and that is what I understand him
to say and to mean—I suppose this may be true, that with reference to
the highest and most elaborate character of engraving hand-presses are
better adapted for the work than steam-presses, and it is for that rea-
son that they have only been put to work upon postage-stamps, the
backs of silver certificates, and internal-revenune stamps. .

It is suggested here that the work turned out by the steam-presses
is more easily counterfeited. I say to Senators that thatis nob proved
before either committee. Detectives might express their opinion, ex-
perts might express their opinion, but there is evidence more unerring
than that. That evidence is the record of the counterfeits which have
been put into circulation; and when you call for the counterfeits that
have been put into circulation and compare those printed by the steam-
press with those by the hand-press the case fails, and since they have
been in use the evidence is that only two of the silver certificates have
been counterfeited.

But, Mr. President, on this question of the acceptability of the work
there is a class of evidence which is higher than all this I have referred
to, which is above it, which should answer the objection of the Senator
from New Jersey. This matter has been under discnssion before com-
mittees now for nearly a year, and not a word of complaint has come
from the people who take the money, or from the bankers or the offi-
cers of banks; quite the contrary. Leading bankers gladly, at least
readily, furnished the committee that had this matter under discussion
and investigation with their testimonials in favor of the present print-
ing of the silver certificates. Those banks, through which the most of
this currency goes, readily furnished the testimony that this printing
was satisfactory to them and satisfactory to the money-taking people
of the United States. The effort to abolish the use of steam printing-
presses is not backed up by any officer or by any individual in the whole
country responsible for the character of the money which is put into
circulation or by one that places money in circulation. The work of
the steam printing-presses has the approval of moneyed institutions of
the country, and I do not reeall now a scintilla of evidence or a sugges-
tibn of an objection from the banks or bankers of the United Statesop-
posing this manner of printing.

Mr. BLATIR. May I ask the Senator a question ?

Mr. HISCOCK. You certainly may.

Mr. BLAIR. Do they claim that the steam-printing press-work is
better than the hand-work ?

Mr. HISCOCE. The letters with which we were furnished are
printed in the report and are brief, and I have not the slightest objec-
tion to reading them, and then their langnage will not be misunder-
stood. Hereis the letter of Mr. George 8. Coe: :

THE AMERICAY EXCcHANGE NATIONAL BANEK, 128 BROADWAY,
New York, October 4,1888,

Dean Sir: In reply to your note of yesterday asking my opinion of the de-
sign, engraving, and Y:ntln? of the United States silver certificates of series
1886, especially of the , I take pleasure in saying that they seem to me to
be of excellent quality in every respect. The backs of them all, which [ have

1y ed, are in printing and in every particular in the best style of
the engraver's art, and I see nothﬁng in them to condemn, but everything to
commend their workmans

hi
Ihwonlsomnnmuntarfgitormhtbenwd-ﬁnm They are sueh mis-
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erable imitations of the genuine that a glance at them by the least experienced
observer wonld shiow them to bespurious. They have never caused us annoy-
ance. .The faces of them are bad, and the backs are worse.

Fours, meny fepRckieliz, GEORGE 8. COE, Presidont.
E. 0. GrAVES, Esq.,
Chief of Burean, Washington, D. C.

Mr. BLAIR. My question to the Senator was one which that letter
does not seem to answer, and if the other letters are of the same import
they would not reach the question. My question was whether these
bankers and ontside parties who are engaged in printing certificates
and notes and stamps themselves, and are, of course, interested to make
them as cheap as possible in order that they may make as large a profit
as possible on the product which they put forth upon the country—I
ask if even they claim that the steam printing-press does any better
work than the hand-press? I donot ask if they say it is equally good,
but whether they claim that it is any better than the work of the hand-

Tess, ¢
’ Mr, HISCOCK. I may say, in reference to that, thatasto the print-
ing of the backs of the paper, the weight of the evidence was that it
was fully equal to the work of the hand-presses and that the general
average of it was better.

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator another question?

Mr. HISCOCK. I will add this, which perhaps to some extent
answers the question, that in the examination before the committee
experts who were produced by those who were urging the hand-presses
and that they should do the work, in designating the work which was
submitted to them, they claiming that the work of the hand-presses
was superior to that of the steam-presses, in three cases out of four I
think every one of them indicated the work which was presented to
them as coming from hand-presses when in fact it was the work of
steam-presses.

Mr. BLAIR. May I now ask the Senator a question ?

Mr. HISCOCEK. Certainly.

Mr. BLAIR. I askjust this specific question, whether it was proved
in his belief before the committee that the highest style of the steam
priuting art is superior to the highest style of the hand-press work?

Mr. HISCOCK. I will answer that.

Mr. BLAIR. I do not ask now, for I see that either I do not make
my question distinet or the Senator does not understand me.

Mr, HISCOCK. I understand the Senator’s question and I will an-
swer it. .

Mr. BLATR. I do not ask for a comparison of inferior hand-press
work oraverage work as it is done, because I do not understand that
is the real issne.

Mr, HISCOCK. The judgment reached by the committee was that
the average of the work by the steam-presses upon the backs of notes
was superior to the average of the work done by hand-presses.

Mr. BLAIR. That does not answer my question, if the Senator will

don me. I am of the opinion myself that there is a great deal of
bad work put upon the country, and that counterfeits result, and that
the curreney of the country is a very inferior article to some extent,
whether done by hand or steam presses. I do not ask the Senator to
compare the average of the two kinds of bad werk, but I ask the Sen-
ator whether it is not the force and effect of all the testimony from
every source that the highest quality of hand-presswork is better than
the steam-press work?

Mr. HISCOCK. I say to the Senator no, so far as hand-presses and
steam-presses are used upon the backs of notes. The only way we
could judge in reference to that was by the results, and I think the
Senator who united with me in this investigation will concur with me
that the best average results are reached by the steam-presses rather
than by the hand-presses. I hope that answers the Senator’s question.

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. That is all I asked for some time ago.

Mr. HISCOCK. I have tried to make it clear, and trust I have.

Mr. BLAIR. Itis clear now.

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say also in reference to this subject that it
was not supposed by the committee that that high art which shonld
be employed in printing engravings for the decoration of gentlemen’s
houses should be resorted to in the printing of money, but that a high
enough art and excellence should be invoked to guard against counter-
feiting and answer the needs and requirements of the country, and if
you please make the work respectable for a great nation. If high art
protects against counterfeiting, that high art should be invoked; but
money at most is for temporary use; it is not to be preserved for orna-
mentation; and when you have reached that excellence which answers
the needs and requirements of the Government, that excellence which
is above criticism from the money-taking people and the money-circu-
Jating people of the country, the Government has got far enough.
That was the conclusion that we arrived at.

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly.

Mr, BLAIR. I ask whether the Senator considers the paper money
of the country in circulation as we find it as universally of good qual-
ity as it ought to be.

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, I do not know that I want to pass judgment
on it, but I will say this—

Mr. BLAIR. It isa vital guestion.

Mr. HISCOCK. I willsay if it is not, it is not the fault of the steam-
press printing.

Mr. BLAIR. That is the question at issue.

Mr, HISCOCK. It is not the fanlt of the steam-press printing, and
in my opinion the faces of the silver certifieates, taking into account
the combination of figures in the engraving and all that, is not com-
paratively a higher style of art than the backs.

The committee that have had this subject under investigation were
very much disposed to believe that a question of administration of this
kind could well be trusted to the Secretary of the Treasury, the ex-
perts under him, the Treasurer of the United States, officers most sen-
sitive to public opinion on the guestion; and we were of the opinion
that Congress was encroaching a little too far upon the executive when
it proclaimed as to the manner in which postage-stamps were to be
printed, internal-revenue stamps were to be printed, the backs of sil-
ver certificates were to be printed, and when it came down to the man-
ner in which they were to execute it these high officers that I have
named in constant contact with the public could not be intrusted with
the administration of the Engraving and Printing Bureau of the United
States.

In reference {0 the economy your committee were entirely satisfied
that the work which is done by steam-presses is done at least 50 per
cent. less than it would cost to do the corresponding work upon the
hand-presses. I am not so much of an economist as to stand here and
advocate that even if it would be with the result of poor work which
might be counterfeited and through which the people of the country
might be defranded. DBut there was no evidence of that kind belore
the committee. Quite the contrary, the evidence was that it was no
more susceptible or easily counterfeited at least than the work by hand-
presses, The evidence in my judgment is nncontradicted that the use
of steam-presses does save to the Government annually between three
or four hundred thousand dollars. I have seen no successful eriticism
of the estimates of the Treasury Department in making that statement.

As I said a little while ago, if that is at the expense of work which
does not come up to the expectations and the desires and the demands
of the people, then expend the three or four hundred thousand dollars
more; but I repeat that the people, so far as they have been heard
from, through the representative bankeys of the country at least, stand
here to-day commending and approving this work, and saying they are
satisfied with it.

It has been said in the course of this discussion that the effect of the
steam-presses has been fo turn people out of employment. That is
quite a mistake. An effort was made to prove that lower wages had
been paid by reason of the introduction of steam-presses. That part of
the attack broke down and the average wages paid by the Bureau of
Engraving and Printing to-day are as high as they have been, and I
think it is fair to say that the employment has been more constant.

Mr, BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly.

Mr. BLAIR. I may say in excuse that we have just this moment,
or at least 10 minutes to 1 o’clock, received the evidence from the
committee, and of course the Senate is entirely in the dark as to the
ground of the Senator’s statements; but my question is this: The Sen-
ator states that the working people are as well off with steam-presses
as without them.

Mr. HISCOCK. I do.

Mr. BLAIR. If that be so, why is it that the working-people are,
and so far as I know all the working organizations of those who are
employed in this specific industry, universally opposed to the steam-
press, saying that it does interfere with their avoeation, and also con-
tending that the work is of an inferior quality ?

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand, as we are now asking questions,
that the Senator from New Hampshire stands here to-day as the advo-
cate of the removal of labor-saving machinery from the country? Do
I understand that that is the ground of attack? -

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator want an answer?

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes.

Mr. BLAIR. Does he recognize that I may want one to my question
too, because I asked him one first?

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir.

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will answer my question T shall be very
glad to answer his.

Mr. HISCOCK. T certainly shall answer any question the Senator
wishes to ask.

Mr. BLAIR. If you take them in chronological order, my question
was how it happened that those employed in this specific avocation
universally, so far as I know, and the working organizations generally,
are opposed to thissteam printing-press if it does not intermeddle with
their ocenpation and does not for the time at least reduce the rewards
of their labor?

Mr. HISCOCK. I can only say in answer to that question that it is
a suhject for specnlation. How this has been brought about is more
than I know, How far the labor organizations of the country are un-
derstandingly or withont thoroughly understanding this question
against it is more than I know. On that question I say to the Sen-
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ator frankly that it is a matter for guessing and speculating, and I have
no doubt that he can guess and speculate on that matter as wisely as I

can. -

Mr. BLATR. Then the Senator has introduced no point of differ-
ence about it.

Mr. HISCOCK. I simply said, which I repeat, that so far as work
is concerned as high wages are paid for that and as constant employ-
ment is furnished as before those presses were introduced into the bu-

Teat.

Mr, BLAIR. Does the Senator mean that as high wages are paid
for steam-printing work?

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwonld say as high wagesin some instances, where
the mode of compensation has been fixed for the piece as for the day. I
would say that on an average the employés receive as high wages.

Mr, BLAIR. Then I understand the Senator’s statement is with
reference to those employed in steam-printing.

Mr, HISCOCK. 1 am not aware that there has been any consider-
able abatement of the wages that have been paid to those.

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’sstatement, which led me to tronblehim
with the guestion originally, was that the wages of the hand-press
printers had not been interfered with by the steam-press printing, and
that being so, why should they oppose it?

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not say that their work had not been inter-
fered with. What I did say, or what I supposed I was saying, was that
not in this case, as there never was a case where labor-saving machinery
resulted in the reduction of wages that are paid to those who labor.

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator desires, I will answer his question by
saying no.

%lr.g]:l.[SOOCK. I am very glad to hear it. Isay to the Senator, in
response to that suggestion of his, that, in my .judgment., there is no

reason for discontinuing the use of steam printing-presses unless it is |

the object and purpose to forbid the Government of the United States
from using labor-saving machinery. Ichallenge all this evidence upon
that question, and I say that there is no ground on which youn can jus-
tify it except it be ihat the Government of the United States should
not use labor-saving machinery.

I have reviewed the facts somewhat. The labor performed by the
steam-presses is satisfactory to everybody who uses it or is responsible
for its being made. Its work is not more subject or liable to being
counterfeited. It is 50 per cent. cheaper. Tell me, then, why the
presses should not be used ?

I will add to my statement that if yon pass the bill in the form in
which it came to us from the other House, there are not hand-press
printers enough in the United States to do the work of the Government
and of private parties. Thatfact stands unchallenged in the record that
has been submitted by the committee to the Senate. The effect of it
wounld be practically to make a corner with reference to the men who
print npon hand-presses. There is not enough of them in the country
to do the work which would devolve upon them in the Engraving and
Printing Bureau and in the private offices which are using those presses
to-day.

1t 1{; true that steam printing-presses have not reached the point of
doing that high and excellent work which is required upon fine en-
gravings and upon the facesof bills. I grant that that may be accom-
plished in the future. It is difficult to fix the limit to what may be
accomplished by ingenuity, and skill, and science, and in the mechan-
ical arts.

I emphasize that there is no reason why the use of these steam
printing-presses shonld be discontinued unless it is for the purpose of
saying to the Government that youshall not use labor-saving machinery
though it gives you as good results and as good work as hand-presses.

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator pardon me?

Mr. HISCOCK. - Certainly.

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the Senator to say just in the preced-
ing sentence that these steam-presses could not do fine work.

Mr. HISCOCK. I said, and I hope I shall not be misunderstood,
that the work which they do execnte is as excellent as the work which
is done by hand-presses, I say that as high order of work can be done
of that character by steam-presses as can be done by hand-presses.

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator pardon me again?

Mr, HISCOCK. Certainly.

Mr. HAWLEY. He has just been saving that he will not trust
steam-presses with the faces of bills,where exquisite work is required.

Mr. HISCOCK. Does not theSenator fiom Connecticut understand
that for one class of work one method may be required, where there is
more of combination, and of higher order, and all that, than of alower
class of engraving? Certainly I should not stand here to educate the
Senator from Connecticut upon a question of that kind. What I say
in reference to it is, and I repeat it, that as t6 the work which is done
upon the steam-presses it equals, and in my judgment the general aver-
age of it is higher,than that done by the hand-presses.

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the Senator to say, if he will permitme,
that the steam-prees will do ashigh or a higher order of low work than
the hand-press.

Mr. HI&)OCK. The Senator can put it in that way if he chooses.
He does not misunderstand my argnment or position.

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will permit me,then, I will see whether
Ido. I understand him to say that the work on the back of the cer-
tificates is a lower order of work than that upon the face, and thatthis
low order of work——

Mr. HISCOCK. I will qualify my statement to the Senator in just
n?a mt;]:teck t. I donot know and I do not state that it is a lower order
0l WOTK.

Mr. BLATR. Than that upon the face?

Mr. HISCOCK. No; itis an entirely different kind of work from
that on the face.

Mr. BLAIR. And that upon the face can not be done by the steam-
presses ?

Mr. HISCOCK. It has not been successfully done. What I say is
that the class of engraving from which the backs are printed can be as
successfully done by the steam-presses as by the other presses.

Mr. McPHERSON, Will the Senator from New York yield to me
for a question ? -

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly.

Mr. McPHERSON. If the printing of the face of the notes can not
be successfully done by steam-presses, would it not be an additional
sn;’negn_?ard if the backs of the notes were printed by hand-presses as
W

Mr. HISCOCK. I can only answer the Senator in one way in refer-
ence to that point. 8o far as the printing of the backs is concerned
the work is acceptable, as I have =said, to every officer charged with
responsibility for their production. It is satisfactory to the money-
taking and money-circulating people of the country. There is no com-
plaint here against the character of the work from any source what-
ever which is interested in it as a circulating medium.

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Benator yield again?

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes.

Mr. McPHERSON. I am afraid the Senator has not read the testi-
mony which he himself has ordered to be printed.

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes; I heard it.

Mr. McPHERSON, Very well. I turn to the testimony of Mr.
Bell, the present chief of the detective service. He says in answer to
a question:

‘When a bill has been used some time—

Speaking of the printed bills—

I could not eay positively that a §5silver certificate of the 1886 issue is gennine if
printed by a steam-press. Ican tell them when they are new. But we havea
miserable-looking lot of genuine bills; I will tell youn that.

Now, I turn back to the testimony of Mr. Brooks, the predecessor of
Mr. Bell, who had been a long time the chief of that service, and a
man of very extraordinary ability and great success in the manage-
ment of that department. He proceeds also tosay, speaking of counter-
feiting, that it hasacquired perfection at the present time, it approaches
soclosely to the genuineinall the details; and thatrecentcounterfeit hills
that have come out are almost like the genuine. Mr. Bell speaks of a
case in which an expert who had been employed by the Government for
some ten or twelve years at Pittsburgh, Pa., sent three of the printed
notes to headquarters with the declaration that they were counterfeit.
The imperfect character of the notes compélled him, although an ex-
pert, to the belief that they were counterfeit notes, and he transmitted
them to the chief of the department here. Upon investigation by the
chief he discovered that they were genuine, but they were so imper-
fectly printed, there was such a dimness about them—they were not
grim}ed éleep enough, I may term it—theresult was that the expert was

eceived.

Let me ask the Senator from New York if the experts of the Treas-
ury Department are often deceived with respect to these notes, so that
it is almost impossible to determine whether they are counterfeit or
genuine, how many of these notes may be in the circulation of the
country to-day, unknown by anybody, undiscovered, which in the end
must necessarily be thrown ont, and certainly to the injury of some-
body? Hence, from the Senator's own argnment, and I have listened
with a great deal of interest to it, I think the Senator has not made
out his case.

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from New Jersey does not understand
that I have yielded the floor, I suppose.

Mr. McPHERSON. Iwill yield the flooragain to the Senator if he
will please answer a single question.

Mr. HISCOCK. I will yield.

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator will answer a single question I
will take my seat.

Mr. HISCOCK. Ihavebeen listening to the Senator’s remarks with
great pleasure. They are extremely able.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York
yield to the Senator from New Jersey ?

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly, if he desires to make a speech now, if I
can have the privilege of resuming the floor when he gets through.

Mr. McPHERSON. I will yield the floor. Iadmitlam taking too
much of the Senator’s time; but if the Senator will give me a moment
to ask a question to which I desire an answer, he will please not think
hard of me.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
to a question.
Mr. HISCOCK. I yield for a speech, provided I canresume the floor
when the Senator from New Jersey has finished.
Mr. McPHERSON. My question is this: The Senator challenges all
_ the statements that have been made to the contrary of his proposition.
Will the Senator please tell me upon what ground he challenges them ?

Mr. HISCOCK. I challenge them because they are unsupported by
any facts, Gentlemen were called who gave opinions, and when the
records of their office were brought before the committee they failed to
establish the opinions. Gentlemen spoke about the character of this
money, and yet with all the investigation that has been had with ref-
erence to it, when action by Legislatures has been invoked (I believe the
Legislature of New Jersey passed some resolution upon the subject, at
least I heard so, but the bankers of New Jersey are satisfied with the
work), the men who circulate the money are satisfied with the work.
Petitions have been presented here from organizations. Did they in-
vestigate it? Did they pass upon these questions as experts? Oh, no!
Whenever the question of opinion of experts has been introduced it
has all been the other wisy. Go to the Treasury Department where
this money comes for redemption to the Treasurer of the United States,
and his testimony is in favor of it; and when you go into the secret
service division for testimony in respect to counterfeits you find that
there is no case against this character of work.

Mr. President, I desire to add but a little more to what I have said,
and I shall appeal for corroboration upon this question to the distin-
guished Senator who has charge of the bill. The very moment that you
remove these presses it is necessary to add to your bill a quarter of a
million dollars for additional room in which to do the work of the Gov-
ernment. I have heard a distingnished ex-Secretary of the Treasury
say that the present Bureau of Engraving and Printing was built by
money that had been saved by this process.

Are we ready to say that all Government printing shall be done by
hand-printers? Beer-stamps, in the highest excellence of art, to be
used once; postage-stamps—the bill which was introduced did not
cover them, I grant, and simply, as it was announced, because there
was out a contract for the printing of them—postage-stamps, that are
to be used once, in the highest style of art; the stamps upon your ci-
gar-boxes, to be used once; not counterfeited; no record of their ever
having been counterfeited that I am aware of, the public satisfied with
them, but in the highest style of the art! That is what is asked.
That is what the House provision means. It means what I said awhile
ago, that the Government of the United States shall not use labor-sav-
ing machinery.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, if this were, as the Senator from New
York endeavors to make us believe, a simple question of driving out
new machines, I should not take the floor for a moment. There is no
nation that has o fully accepted the inevitable necessity of inventions
as the American nation. We do not hearof great strikesin the Unifed
States because of the introduction of a new loom or anything of that
description. Nobody thinks of going back to the old way of manu-
facturing steel rails after he has seen the Bessemer product and process.
But I need not argue the question at all. Every day there is filed in
the Patent Office some new device for saving labor, and every one is
hailed, I may say unaniinously, by the people of the United States as
an advance in civilization. Even the men who may temporarily lose
employment by it mustacknowledge that their fellow-men are, in gen-
eral, benefited.

I do not believe that a steam-press, a machine-press, if I may speak
of it in that way, can possibly do work in the highest style of the art,
nor does the Senator from New York., He has admitted it over and
over again in what he has said. He has said that the work of the
Government of this kind does not demand the highest kind of art, such
as we wish to put upon the walls of our honses. That is an admission
that it is not capable of the highest style of the art.

He says that it is good enough to protect against conunterfeiting and
be respectable. Well, I have never denied that; but that is an admis-
sion that it is far below a respectable style of art, or of the highest
style. He says this moneyis not preserved for ornamentation. There,
again, he is admitting that it is not in the highest style, that the steam-
press is not capable of the highest style of work., He said it was good
enongh. That was one of his phrases,

Ife says it is no more easily counterfeited than hand-work. I think
it is, and I will try to show it before I get throngh. He says steam-
presses have not reached that high stage required for the faces of bille,
That is another admission. If the steam-press can not do the work on
the face of the bill as well as it can do it on the back, itcan notdo the
work on the back as well as the hand-press can do it. That is an in-
evitable inference.

Before I forget it, I call his attention to another fact. He referred
to the previous indorsements of this style of work, and one of them

" from Seeretary Folger. Under the Folger administration it is my im-
pression that the Lee presses were condemuned—were thought to be not
good enough for the work.

He tells us that there are not men enough in the country to do this
work by hand if we dispense with these nineteen steam-presses, But

The Senator from New York yields

it will take only from about sixty to seventy-five men more—sixty men
more, I am told—and they can be found. I am told by men of the
trade who know, that there are not less than five hundred or six hun-
dred men who are capable of doing this work and trained to it to be
found in Philadelphia and New York who would be glad to get more
work to-day.

A law that required the work on Government paper currency to be
done in the highest style of art would ruleont every oneof these presses.
Now, the Senator admits that over and over again.

He says the bankers are satisfied with it. Those of them who give
it no consideration any further than tocountit and to putitout, I pre-
sume are satisfied with it. They have not examined the subject, many
of them, particularly. I would rather have the judgment of a veteran
counterfeit detective than of any bank officer who had not any taste
for art or had not specially studied it.

He has a note from a very excellent gentleman, Mr. Coe, of New
York, who thinks it is good enough, or something to that effect; but,
on the other hand, here is a letter to me from Mr. Bell, who is at the
head of the secret service division of the Treasury Department:

Wasmxerox, D. C., February 12,1889,

Sk : I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of
the 11th instant, asking reply to the following questions, namely:

First. Are the Government securities, in your judgment, printed in the high=
est style of the art; and is it necessary that they should be?

Answer. No, they are not; and I deem it necessary that they should be.

Becond, Do the steam-presses print as good impressions as the hand-presses?

Answer. No, they do not.

Third. Do the present issues of silver certificates compare favorably with for-
mer issues in wear and execution? :

Answer. No, they do not by any means.

Fourth, Are the present issues more easily counterfeited than former issues?

Answer. Yes, in my opinion they are. The former issues were printed in
more colors, and in a higher style of art, which could not be so readily photo-
g'mphh:g; whereas the present issues have less colors and can be easily photo-

mg?ﬂh. Do you hear of any complaint from the public generally, regarding the
silver certificates?

Answer. Yes, a great many complaints from the publie generally, and the
bankers in particular.

Sixth. Since the issue of silver certificates have many counterfeits appeared ?
If any, how were the counterfeits produced?

Answer. The following counterfeit silver certificates have made their appear-

ance:
One dollar, letter D series 1886; photogravure.
Five dollars, letter D series 1886; photogravure,
Five dollars, letter A series 1886; engraved.
Ten dollars, letter D series 1830; photograph.
Ten dollars, letter, none, series 1880; litho;
Ten dollars, letter, none, series 1880; rou,
Twenty dollars, letter B series 1880; phot. E
Twenty dollars, letter C series 1880; engraved.

Respectfully, yours,

ph-stone plate.
ly chiseled on marble plate.
hed an lored by hand.

JOHN 8, BELL, Chief.
Hon. Josern R. HAWLEY,
United Stales Senate,

Mr. HISCOCK. For what year?

Mr. HAWLEY. Eighteen hundred and eighty.

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the Senator will state the year, for that is
quite material. Of necessity they must be counterfeits of certificates
issned since 1886, or else the hand-press and steam-press discussion of
methods does not enter into it.

Mr. HAWLEY. This question has been since theissue of silver cer-
tificates ?

Mr. HISCOCK. Since the issueof silver certificates. The printing
of the backs by steam-presses has been since 1886,

Mr, HAWLEY. There was printing done on the silver certificates
with the steam-press before?

Mr. HISCOCK. No, sir.

Mr. HAWLEY. That was not my information, but I will accept it.

I have a specimen or two here of this work. I will show the reason
why as they do the work now at the Bureau of Engraving and Print-
ing they are not protected against counterfeiting as they ought to be,
It has been the boast of the American, it has been his boast as a mat~-
ter of fact, that there was no steel-plate engraving and printing in the
world better done than that of our national currency. 1t was justified.
I have here three old legal-tenders, the kind that became famous as
greenbacks. They were hand-printed of course in that day., On the
back as one impression the greenback has its exquisite engraving un-
der the geometrical lathe. The face goes three times to press: first,
for the ordinary black; second, for the green shades and ornamenta-
tions; and thirdly, for the red seal, which red seal is printed from a
plate cut into an intaglio. Now they are printing this red seal Iy sur-
face printing; that is to say, after printing the ordinary back it makes
a dab of red ink upon the bill, and the other side is pressed upon a
plate with trenches cut in it so as to make a deep impression. The
ink in that case would appear to be raised and a new impression wonld
feel a little rough.

On the other hand, T have one of the one-dollar certificates. The back
was printed by the steam-press. The paper was moistened in order to
do it. Itthen had tremendous pressure upona very hard smooth plate
so that the face was calendered or finished off like your society note-
paper almost by this tremendous pressure. It then goes through the
hand-press to print the face, but as it is moistened this hardened paper
under tremendous pressure does not take the moisture equally in all
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its places and the impression is not a perfect one. Itis made right
upon the surface of the paper. With the older and the firmer paper
that was spongier, like the paper upon your walls, in fine engraving
the ink was thoroughly taken up; it was carefu]ly prepared by hand
on the plate. It was thoroughly taken up and became embodied in
the body of the paper. This one-dollar silver certificate with the ex-
quisite vignette of Martha Washington upon it is mere surface print-
ing, I may call it. Though a hand-press, it can not do the work so
well by reason of the work of the steam-press previously performed
upon the back of the note.

I saw an employ¢ of the Government iake one of your ordinary rub-
bers that you have on your desk, the one used to rub out ink, and
touch the signature of Rosecrans here a few times, and it has disap-
peared; it has been wiped ount as you would wipe out a speck from

lass. Ther he touched the background around the face of Martha
ashington two or three times in that way, and you can see by ex-
amination that that is nearly gone.

That is not all. The old note that I have here had three colorsupon
the face of it. This is printed only once for the black, and then this
surface-printed red seal is put upon it. That surface-printed red seal
can be taken off with rubber. The counterfeiter carefully taking off
this red seal stamp has nothing to do but to photograph that bill. The
old bill with its green tfint conld not be photographed. Evenin that
way to-day he rubs the red off, because the red would take black.

There is no special difficulty in counterfeiting silver certificates of
any description. The gentlemen who use the steam-presses testified
that they were making paper money for Brazil and other governments,
and good paper money. At the time they were testifying that, there
were appearing in the New York papers accounts of the arrest of vari-
ous counterfeiters who had been counterfeiting the Brazil money.
They printed both back and face, I take it, for the Brazilian Govern-
ment on the steam-presses.

I have here an old five-dollar bill, a legal tender, that has its three
tints carefully printed upon it. Here is a new one thatis without any
green tint whatever on the face of it, making it comparatively easy to
print. Here is a five-dollar silver certificate counterfeif. There is no
fmicular difficulty in counterfeiting it. It has got the red seal. It

ooks very well indeed to the eye of the casual observer. It is simply
a photograph, taken in by some bank somewhere and the letters *‘ coun-
terfeit’’ cut or burned through it with a stamp.

The difficulty I will explain in o moment in doing the higheststyle
of work with steam-presses. In the old-fashioned way, which must
remain in my jundgment, the plate-printer rubs his ink, which should
be of a better quality than that used by the Government, upon a paper
which should be of a better quality than that used by the Government,
and rolls the ink npon it. He takes the rough mass of it off with a
cloth, and then with the human hand (and there isno pad or cushion ma-
chine that will supply the place of the human hand) rabs off the sur-
plus ink until he reaches just the right quantity, of which the machine
can not judge after all in the fine lines that have been cut there.

When these notes run throngh the machine there is a hasty inking
of the plate and a hasty rubbing of it off by some sort of machine pad
or cloth which it is utterly impossible to adjust with the delicacy in
either case that is necessary. The experienced plate-printer does this
with great rapidity, and if he is a careful man he does it perfectly in
every case. 'They try in this machine fo get the human hand in fora
single dab to smooth the plate and supply the deficiency of the machine,
but they can not always do it, and can not do it to satisfaction when
they do undertake it.

My information is a little different about these matters from that
given by the Senator from New York. I understand that the beer
stamps and all the internal-revenue stamps are engraved in the highest
style of art and printed in the highest style of art, that is to say, by
hand; and with the exception of the 8-ounce tobacco and the 2-ounce
and some of the 50-cent cigar stamps, which have been engraved on
steam-presses, every internal-revenue siamp has the same character of
engraving on it as the notes, and in many instances the designs are
more excellent. I do not agree that it will answer to put imperfect
work in any of that, because to do so is to invite the counterfeiter, and
we have not been in the habit of putting in second-class work there.

It is very easy to do this work much more cheaply, if you want that,
but every time you cheapen the process, cheapen the excellence of the
engraving or the perfection of the printing, you open the door to the
counterfeiter. That is simply all there is to be said about if, and the
difference in expense is not so extraordinary.

All around the world there are people engaged in publishing prints
and fine engravings who do not think for a moment of using a steam
press or machine of any kind to do their work. I say no engraving on
your walls is of that description. No fine engraving that you see in
your hooks is of that description. This steam-print rough work bears
the same relation to real art that the chromo does to the original pict-
ures of Meissonnier or Raphael, and you can not get away from it.

I am not here to question whether there should be sixty men more
or less employed by the Government. If the machine could do that
work as well as the hand ean doit, theart world would be revolutionized,
to the great delight of every lover of fine work all over the world; but

it can not do it. Every man knows that there are some things where
you can not dispense with the exquisite eye of the trained artist work-
nlllan and the exquisite work of his frained hand, and this is one ot
them.

What have they given these gentlemen? In the first place, the
Government buys the press for $1,250. Theclaim is that it cost them
$1,400 to build it, but it professedly buys the press at a cost of $1,250, -
Then it gives §500 for the privilege of construction, as they call it, a
bounty—a profit on the cost of the press of $500; then the Govern-
ment gives a dollar on every theusand impressions, whether it be big
or little—every thousand perfeet impressions—which makes on an av-
erage about $900 a year for the use of a $1,250 machine which the
Government itself built or paid for having built, and for which it has
already given a $500 preminm.

That is the way the case stands. I do notthink that these accounts
of the relative economy of the {wo presses taken into consideration ean
balance these extraordinary expenditares. I do notsay whether they
are unjust or not. That is a question for those who have made the
bargainand for the patentee. The patentee can not sellit in every street,
and of course if he does get any revenue he should get a considerable
revenue. But it goes to the question of economy in the matter. Isay
we can have all our Government work done, as we always bragged it
was done, in the highest style by employing sixty or seventy or eighty,
I do not care if it is a hundred men more, at perhaps a cost of $100,000
or $150,000.

My friend from New York has referred to some observations made
by various Treasury officers. I have guoted what the best-informed
man in the Treasury Department, the head of the secret-service divis-
ion, has to say. Here is a letter from my dear friend and constituent,
Mr. Hyatt, Treasurer of the United States:

I am informed that the backs of the silver certificates of series of 1886, of the

denominations of §1, §2, §5, and §10, and the back s of United States notes of the
denominations of §10 and ﬁ‘.w, have for some time been printed on presses, ete,

He goes on to say: .
I am unable to discover anything in the engraving or printing of the genuine

" certificates which makes it easy to counterfeit them.

I have shown that whether it be by reason of steam-presses or hand-
?mte& ththe n;w silver notes are l::;nyfﬁmes over more easily counter-
el an the paper money issued a few years ago. That perhaps is
independent of thll:?;rnestion about steamlgrmm &

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to have the Senator from Connecticut
say when. He sayshe has shown that. Ishould likeio havehimstate
how he has shown it in results.

Mr. HAWLEY. I have not the statistics of the counterfeits that
are made or of the arrests, but upon that point I did read from the man
v‘;ihn_) knows more about it than any of us, the head of the secret service

V1Si01.

Mr. HISCOCK. There have been three counterfeits, and it is a
question of great doubt, of dispute, since these notes were printed upon
steam: presses, whether one of them was printed npon a hand-press or
whether it was printed upon a steam-press, and the experts differ upon
that question.

Mr, HAWLEY. I have shown it so that if the Senator heard me
he ought, as a candid man, to admit that it is more easy to counter-
feit the work of the steam-presses.

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will pardon me, I am willing to
stand upon the declaration of his esteemed friend, Mr. Hyatt, which
he has just read.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Hyattsays hedoes not see, and I have shown
how it can be seen. - )

Mr. HISCOCK. There is an expert, there is the Treasurer of the
United States, the Senator’s esteemed friend, and fortified by his
opinion I expressed myself as I did. I regarded it as of much higher
authority than my own opinion.

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not regard it as approaching the testimony of
Mr. Bell, who has made the study of counterfeit bills and the study of
counterfeiters his life business. Mr. Hyatt was not brought up as an
engraver, or artist, or anything of the sort. He is capable of keepin
the Treasury books in an honest and faithful way, without doubt, nnﬁ
is an exeellent citizen, but he is neither a trained artist nor an expert
in bank-note printing. Every man who is practicing photogravure or
any of those kindred arts will tell you that as you multiply varying
eolors that can not be erased withont destroying the substance of the
paper you to a great extent continue to inerease the profection against
counterfeiting,

I did not think of talking so long, sir, but I have no sort of question
in my own mind about what the Government had better doin the end.
I do not want to do anything harsh with these people with whom it
has contracted, for they are honorable citizens, but I believe we shall
be led by and by to doing our work by hand, as we used to do it.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, with the.Senator from New York
[Mr. Hiscock] I devoted many days to hearing the testimony upon
both sides of this question, and after a patient hearing of all the testi-
mony that was offered and a patient consideration of the guestion, I
fully concur in every statement made by the Senator from New York
in his of this morning.
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In answer to some of the criticisms of the Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. HawLEY], I want to call his attention to facts that are proved
beyond all question and to be found in therecord. He says, and truth-
fully says, that the excellence of plate-printing largely depends upon
polishing the plate, but he failed tosay that for hand-polish there is more
time given to the polishing of the plate with the hand in the steam-
press run at its ordinary rateof speed than is given in working the hand-
press run at its ordinary rate of speed.

He criticises and complains of the character of the paper and the
ink. I beg to tell him that the proof shows that precisely the same
paper and precisely the same ink are used in the Bureau of Engraving
and Printing by the hand-presses and by the steam-presses, so that the
ink and paper being precisely the same the criticism would fail as well
upon the work of the one press as that of the other.

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question ?

Mr. HARRIS. Ob, certainly you may.

Mr. BLAIR. Does not the Senator lose sight of the admitted fact
that nothing at all is done where the exquisite work is required, that
is upon the face of the bill, by the steam printing-press, and that the
hand-work just spoken of by the Senator from Connecticut is most of
it expended upon the face of the bill and not upon the back?

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to assure the Senator from New Hampshire that
I do not omit to remember anything that appears in the record, and
the Senator from New Hampshire need not trouble himself to remind
me of what does appear, for I remember it and know it quite as well as
he does.

Mr, BLATR. The Senator will pardon me for saying that if he did
not fail to remember it he certainly omitted to state it.

Mr. HARRIS. I will state the case as I nunderstand it; in my own
way, and without the aid of the Senator from New Hampshire,

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will not state it without response, how-
ever.

Mr. HARRIS. Another question raised by the Senator from Con-
necticut is, that owing to the pressure of the steam-press the paper is
probably injured. The proof conclusively shows that the printer con-
trols the amount of the pressure of the steam-press just as he controls
the amount of pressure applied with the hand-press. It is under the
control of the printer with both presses, and he gives just the amount
of pressure that he deems necessary.

But I do not care to prolong this debate. I desire, however, to give
one fact that I deem it quite material that the Senate should under-
stand, which the Senator from New York failed to give.

As to the excellence of the printing by these two methods, there were
the backs of a large number of bills printed both by hand and by steam

resses exhibited to the experts introduced by the promoters of this
g[ouae provision, by those who clamor for doing all of this work by
hand, and the experts produced on the other side. A large number of
bills were taken indiscriminately from the work of the two presses.
They were exhibited to the experts with thabt part of the bill turned
down which wonld indicate what press it was printed upon, and the
experts were asked to pick out the best specimens of the art and the
worstspecimens of theart. In the ratio of three out of four they picked
out the steam-press print as the best, and they picked out the hand-
press print as the worst. The experts on both sides of this question in
a large majority of instances selected the steam-press prints as the bet-
ter specimen of the art and the hand-press prints as the worst specimen
of the art. Does that aid the Senator from New Hampshire in reach-
ing a conclusion as to which method we should adopt or continue ?
~ Nohody has complained that I have ever heard of in t of this
work except about eight or ten hundred plate-printers in the United
States. According to the testimony before the committee there are not
more than a thousand plate-printers, perhaps not that number, in the
United States, They clamor for the abolition of the steam-press; they
clamor for a monopoly of all the engraving done by the Government
and by private parties as well; and they have bronght to their aid la-
bor organizations that clamor also. But as was stated by the Senator
from New York, the varions Secretaries of the Treasury since the steam-
press has been in use, the Treasurer, and every expert whose duty it is
to look to and execute this work, have all from their investigation re-
ported in favor of the use of the steam-press upon the backs of these
bills and the various other securities and internal-revenue stamps and
postage-stamps that the Government needs.

I undertake to say in the light of the testimony, about which I have
not the shadow of doubt, that the average work turned out by the
steam-press is not only equal tobut its average is superior to the average
work turned out by the hand-press of the same character; and it clearly
appears that it is done at a cost of one-half or less than one-half of what
the work done by hand would cost the Government.

In view of these facts the Senator from New York and myself and
the other members of the Committee on Finance unanimousl
that the steam-press onght to be continued in use doing the work that
it has been put to, and that perhaps its work shonld be extended to
other things than those to which it has been given heretofore.

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, just a single word. The Senator
from Tennessee, in hisusually acceptable and emphatic way, says that

some of the printers mistook in trying to distinguish the hand-press

from the steam-press back of the bills. If tbat isso, I ask him why not
print the face of the bill as well by machinery, by the steam-press?
He says the committee of the Treasury Department reported in favor
of the steam-press. Why not then print the face by the steam-press ?
He believes the average of work by the steam-press is better than the
hand-press work; and yet nobody in the Treasury Department, nor he,
nor the Senator from New York, proposes to print the fine work of the
face from the steam-press.

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, that certainly is not ingenuous on the part
of the Senator.

Mr. HAWLEY. I think it is perfectly so.

Mr, HISCOCEK. It certainly is not. It has been explained to him
thoronghly that when you take the combination of the plates upon the
faces and all that, it is conceded that for those combinations the steam-
presses have not yet been improved up to the point of printing those,
but that for the combination of colors, figures, ete., which are employed
upon the back, up to that point they have gone; and the Senator cer-
tainly understands the distinction. ®

Mr, HAWLEY. The combination of colorsis common,and that may
be done with either press.

Mr. HISCOCK. The combination of figures and all the different
combinations the one press has not gone up to the point of doing.

Mr. HAWLEY. The hand-press does net pretend to print a combi-
nation of colors at one time by one impression. The words are hardly
ont of the mouth of the Senator from Tennessee where he said the av-
grag; of the work by the steam-press was better than the average by

and.

Mr. HISCOCK. The testimony all concurs that as to the work which
is done by the steam-presses, to which they are adapted, bear in mind,
and which they do, it is of a higher average character than the other.
There is not any dispute about it, practically, so far as yon can judge
by the testimony of experts. As I said, and as the Senator from Ten-
nessee has stated, take the engraver who was introduced and who went
into a long argument as to why they could be more easily connterfeited
when printed by steam-presses, the moment the work is presented to
him he picks out as the higher work, the best work, three to one the
products of the steam-presses.

Mr, HAWLEY. But this work, which the Senator says they are
even better adapted to, he treats at the same time as if it were an in-
ferior kind of work. It is not the finer work. :

Mr, HISCOCK. The Senator should not say that as to the character
of the work. It is not inferior. The engraving is perfect; but itisa
different class of work, and he certainly understands the distinction
which we make,

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, I do understanditexactly. TheSenatordoes
not if he is going to be decided about this. Hedoesnot understand it.
I can be just as decided as he can. The back of that plate is done in
the most exquisite style of art. There is nothing that surpasses it on
the face or anywhere else, unless it be the finer touches in the face of
some vignette of a beautiful woman. Therethe artist naturally lingers
a little longer, in order that he may make the work perfect. But the
exquisite work of the artist on the back of those bills is not surpassed
by any printing in the world.

Mr. HISCOCK. To that I agree.

Mr. HAWLEY, That is the plate of hiswork. Now, that oughtto
be put upon the paper just as well as the fine work on the face. What
the Senator’s statement really amounts to is that it is done well enough
on the back. I do not admit that.

Mr. BLATR obtained the floor.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 185) to provide for the admis-
sion of the State of South Dakota into the Union, and for the organiza-
tion of the Territory of North Dakota,

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

The message also announced that {the Speaker of the House had signed
the enrolled bill (H. R. 8557) for the relief of Dr. David Bell; and it
was thereupon signed by the President pro fempore.

ADMISSION OF SOUTH DAKOTA, ETC.

Mr. PLATT, I desire to present a conference report upon the bill
for the admission of South Dakota.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

The Secretary proceeded to read the report.

Mr. PLATT. I desire to inquire whether it would be in order to
move to dispense with the reading of the amendment as agreed to by
the conferees ?

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Chair supposes that that conld
be done by unanimous consent only.

Mr, HAWLEY. How long is it?

Mr. PLATT. Itisqguitealongamendment of twenty-four or twenty-
five sections. In fact it is a perfect bill in itself. If the reading can
be dispensed with I will make a statement as to the provisions of the
bill as agreed upon by the conferees.
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Mr, EDMUNDS. We can not dispense with the reading of the re-

rt, Mr. President.
Mr. MORGAN. I insist on the reading of the bill. Does the Sen-

ator from Vermont insist upon it?

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it ought to be read.

Mr. MORGAN. It ought to be read.

Mr. EDMUNDS. Weought not to pass any bill without reading it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the conference re-
port will proceed.

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the report,
which is as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S.185) to provide
for the admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union and for the organ-
ization of the Territory of North Dakota, having met, after full and free confer-
eneeihn'a to recommend and do reecommend to their respective Houses
as follows:

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House
of Representatives to said bill, and agree to the same with an amendment,
namely : Strike out the said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the follow-

&ESMO! 1. That the inhabilants of all that part of the area of the United States

now constituting the Territories of Dakota, Montana, and Washington, as at
resent d bed, may become the States of North Dakota, South Dakota,
ontana, and Washington, respectively, as hereinafter provided.

“Sgc, 2. The area comprising the Territory of Dakota shall, for the purposes
of this act, be divided on the line of the seventh standard pnm.'llel produced due
west to the western boundary of said Territory; and the delegates elected as
hereinafter provided to the constitutional convention in districts north of said
parallel s ble in convention, at the time prescribed in this act, at the
city of Bismarck; and the delegates elected in districts south of said fmm]lel
shall, at the same time, ble in convention at the city of Sioux Falls.

**8Eo, 3. That all persons who are q!aaliﬂed by the laws of said Territories to
vote for representalives to the Legislative Assemblies thereof, are hereby author-
ized to vote forand choose delegates to form conventionsin said pro States;
and the qualifications for delegates to such conventions shall be such as by the
laws of said Territories, mﬁtivaly,remonsm requiredto Yossesutobe eligible
to the Legislative Assemblies thereof; and the aforesaid delegates to form said
conventions shall be apportioned within the limits of the proposed States, in
such districts as may be established as herein provided, in proportion to the
population in each of said counties and districts, as near as may be, to be ascer-
taiaed at the time of making said a%portionmenh by the persons hereinafter
guthorized to make the same, from the best information obtainable, in each of
which distriets three delegates shall be elected, but no eleclor shall vote for more
than two persons for delegates to such conventions; that said apportionments
shall be made by the governor, the chief-justice, and the secretary of said Terri-
tories; and the governors of said Territories shall, by proclamation, order an
election of the del aforesaid in each of said proposed States, to be held on
the Tuesday after the second Monday in May, 1889, which proclamation shall
be issued on the 15th day of April, 1859; and such election shall be conducted,
the returns made, the resultascertained, and the certificates to persons elected to
such convehtion issued in the same mannerasis prescribed by thelaws of the said
Territories regulating elections therein for Delegates to Congress; and the num-
ber of votes cast for delegates in each precinet shall also be returned. Thenum-
ber of delegates tosaid conventions, respectively, shall be seventy-five; and all
persons resident in said proposed Stales, who are qualified voters of said Terri-
tories as herein provided, shall be entitled to vote upon the election of delegates,
and under such rules and lations as said conventions may prescribe, notin
confliet with this upon the ratification or rejection of the stituti .

“‘SE0, 4. That the delegates to the conventions elected as provided in this act
ghall meet at the seat of government of each of said Territories, except the dele-
gates elected in South Dakota, who shall meet at the city of Sioux Falls, on the
4th day of July, 1889, and, after or ization, shall declare, on behalf of the peo-
ple of said proposed States, that they adopt the Constitution of the United States;
whereupon the said conventions shall be,and are hereby,authorized to form
constitutions and State governments for said proposed States, respectively, The
constitutions shall be Republican in form, and make no distinction in civil or
political rights on account of race or color, except as to Indians not taxed, and
not be repugnant o the Constitution of the United States and the principles of
the Declaration of Independence. And said conventions shall provide, by or-
di?‘?gtee::srrwmble without the consent of the United States and the people of
84/ ates:

* First. That perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured,and
that no inhabitant of snid Statesshall ever be molested in person or property on
account of his or her mode of religious worship.

“Second. That the people inha Illniaaid proposed States do agree and de-
clare that they foreverdisclaim all right and title to the unappropriated publie
lands lying within the boundaries thereof, and to all lands lying within said
limits owned or held by any Indian or Indian tribes; and that until the title
thereto shall have been extinguished by the United States, the same shall beand
remain subject to the disposition of the United Stales, and said Indian lands
ghall remain under the absolute jurisdiction and control of the Congress of the
United States; that the lands belonging to citizens of the United States residing
without the said States shall never be taxed at a higher rate than the lands be-

semble at Sioux Falls, as herein provided, to resubmit to the people of South
Dakota, for ratification or rejection at the election hereinafter peml:r[dcd for in
this act, the constitution framed at Sioux Falls and adopted November 3, 1885,
and also the srticles and propositians separately submitted at that election, in-
cluding the question of loeating the temporary seat of government, with such
changes only as relate to the name and boundary of the proposed State, to the
reapportionment of the judicial and lezisial.i\'e:iyis‘t-rictl. andlJ such amendments
as Ign:? be necessary in order to eompl&r with the provisions of this act: and if s
majority of the votes cast on the ratification or rejection of the constitution
shall be for the constitution irrespective of the arlicles separately submisted

the Stale of South Dakota shall be admitted as a State in the Union under said
constitution as hereinafter provided ; but the archives, records, and books of the
Territory of Dakota shall remain at Bismarck, the capital of North Dakota,
until an agreement in reference thereto is reached by said States. But if at the
election for delegates to the constitutional convention in South Dakota a ma-
Jority of all tLe voles cast at that election shall be *Against the Sioux Falls con-
stitution,’ then and in that event it shall be the duty of the convention which
will ssemble at the eity of Sioux Falls on the 4th day of July, 1889, to proceed
to form a constitution and State government as provided in this act the same
nDsil: 1.tlmt question had not been submitted to a vote of the people of South

akota.

‘**8Ec. 6. Itehall be the duty of the constitutional conventiens of North Dakota
and South Dakota to appoint a joint commission, to be composed of not less
than three members of each convention, whose duty it shall be to assemble at
Bismarck, the present seat of government of said Territory, and agree upon
an equitable division of all property belonging to the Territory of Dakota, the
disposition of all public records, and also adjust and agree upon the amount of
the debts and liabilities of the“l‘erritory. which shall be assumed and paid by
each of the proposed States of North Dakota and South Dakota; and the agree-
ment reached respecting the Territorial debts and liabilities shall be incorpo-
rated in the respective constitutions, and each of said States shall obligate itself
to pay its proportion of such debts and liabilities the same as if Lhtyﬁd been
created by such States ively.

**Sec, 7. If the conslitutions formed for both North Dakota and South Dakota
shall be rejected by the ple at the electi for the ratification or rejection
of their respective constitutions as provided for in this act, the Territorial Zov-
ernment of Dakota shall continue in existence the fame as if this act had not

n ed. Butif the constitution formed for either North Dakota or South
Dakota shall be rejected by the people, that of the Territory so rejectin
its proposed constitution shall continue under the Territorial government
the present Territory of Dak but shall, after the State ado its constitu-
tion is admitted into the Union, be called by the name of the of North
Dakota or South Dakota, ns the case may be: Provided, That if ei of the
g;oposed States provided for in this act shall reject the constitution which may

submitted for ratification or rejection at the election provided therefor, tha
ﬁvemor of the Territory in which such pro constitution was rejected

all issue his proclamation reconvening the delegates elected to the convention
which formed such rejected constitution, fixing the time and place at which
said delegstes shall assemble; and when so assembled they shall proceed to
form another constitution or to amend the rejected oonst!tu%n, and shall sub-
mit such new constitution or amended constitution to the people of the pro
State for ratification or rejection, at such time as sald convention may deters
mine; and all the provisions of this act, so far as applicable, shall apply to such
convention so reassembled and to the constitution which may be ?ormed, its
ratification or rejection, and to the admission of the proposed State,

*BEc. 8. That the constitutional convention whi mag assemble in SBouth
Dakota shs.llg;ovide by ordinance for resubmitting the Sioux Falls constitu-
tion of 1885, r having amended the same as provided in section 5 of this act,
to the people of South Dakota for ratification or rejection at an election to be
held therein on the first Tuesday in October, 1859 ; but if said constitutional
convention is authorized and required to form a new constitution for South
Dakota it shall provide for submitting the same in like manner to the people of
South Dakota for ratification or rejection at an election to be held in said pro-

State on the said first Tuesday in October, Andth tituti lconven-
tions which may assemble in North Dakota, Montana, and Washin shall

erri

provide in like manner for submitting the constitutions formed by m to the
people of said proposed States, respectively, for ratification or rejection at elec-
rst Tuesday in October,

tions to be held in s&icle‘fmpoud States on the said fi
At the elections provided for in this section the gualified volers of said pro|
States shall vote y for or against the posed constitutions, and for or
against any articles or pm{voaltion.l separately submitted. The returns of said
elections shalllbe made to the secretary of each of said Territories, who, with
the governor and chiel-justice thereof, or any two of them, 11 canvass the
same; and if a majority of the legal votes cast shall be for the constitution the
governor shall certify the result to the President of the United States, together
with a statement of the votes cast thereon and upon separate articles or propo-
sitions and a copy of said constitution, articles, propositions, and ordinances.
And if the constitutions and ﬁ)vemmeutsof said pro States are republican
in form, and if all the provisions of this act have complied with in the
formation thereof, it shall be the duty of the President of the United States to
issue his proclamation announcing the result of the election in each, and there-
upon the proposed States which have adopted constitutions and formed State
governments as herein provided ehall be deemed admitted by Congress into
the Union under and by virtue of this act on an equal footing with the origi-
nal States from and after the date of said proclamation.

“8ec, 9, That until the uexteﬁeuaml census, or until otherwise provided by
law, said States shall be entitled to one Representative in the House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States, except South Dakota, which shiall be entitled to
two; and the Representatives to the Fifty-first Omnzrem:] together with the

]oni:ng to residents thereof; that no taxes shall be imposed by the States on
lands or property therein belonging to or which may hereafter be pureh dby
the United States or reserved for its use. But nothing herein, or in the ordi-
nances herein provided for, shall preclude the said States from taxing as other
lands are taxed any lands owned or held by any Indian who has severed his
tribal relations, and Las obtained from the United Btates or from any person a
title thereto by patent or other grant, save and except such lands as have been
or may be granted to any Indian or Indians under any act of Con, contain-
ing a provision exempting the lands thus granted from taxation; but said ordi-
nances shall provide that all such lands shall be exempt from taxation by said
States so long and to such extent as such act of Con may prescribe.

“Third, That the debts and liabilities of said Territories be assumed and
paid by said States, ru&ectively.

* Fourth, That provision shall be made for the establishment and mainte-
nance of systems of public schools, which ghall be open to all the children of
said States, and free from sectarian control.

“*BEC. 5. That the convention which shall assemble at Bismarck shall form a
constitution and State government for a State to be known as North Dakota,
and the convention which shall assemble at Sioux Falls shall form a constitu-
tion and State government for a State to be known as South Dakota:

That at the election for delegates to the constitutional convention in South Da-
kota, ns hereinbefore provided, each elector may have or printed on his
ballot the words * For the Sioux Fallaconstitution.” or the words ‘' Against the
Sioux Falls constitution,’ and the votes on this question shall be returned and
canvassed in the same manner as for the eleclion provided for in section 3 of
this act; and if a ority of all votes cast on this question shall be ‘ For the
Sioux Falls constitution,’ it shall be the duty of the convention which may as-

EOV and other officers provided for in said constitutions, may be elected
on the same day of the election for the ratification or rejection of the constitu-
tions; and until said State officers are el and qualified under the provis-
ions of each constitution and the States, respectively, are admitted into the
Union, the Territorial officers shall continue to discharge the duties of their re-
spective offices in each of said Territories.

**8gc. 10. That upon the admission of each of said States into the Union sec-
tions numbered 16 and 36 in every township of said proposed States, and where
such sections, or any parts thereof, have been gold or otherwise disposed of by
or under the authority of any act of Congress, other lands equivalent thereto,
in ]eﬁ} subdivisions of not less than one quarter-section, and as contiguous as
ma to the section in lieu of which the same is taken, are hereby nted to
said States for the support of e« hools, such ind ity lands to be se-
lected within said States in such manner as the Legislature may provide, with
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That the six!ee,nl.h and

irty-sixth sections embraced in permanent reservations for natiol purposes
shall not, at any time, be subject to the grants nor to the indemnity provisions
of this act, nor shall any lands embraced in Indian, military, or other reserva-
tions of any cl e subject to the grants or to the indemnity provisions
of this act until the reservation shall have been extinguished and such lands be
t. to, an a part of, the public domain.

“BEc. 11. That all lands herein granted for educational purposes shall be dis-
posed of only at public sale, and at a price not less than £10 per acre, the Hﬂ)—
ceeds to constitute a permanent school fund, the interest of which only shall be
ax?ended.in the pport of said school But said lands may, under such regu-
lat as the Legislat hall prescribe, be leased for periods ¢f not more than
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uantities not exceeding 1 section to any one person or company ;
and such land shall not be subject to Bre—empl‘lon, homestead entry, or any
other entry under the land laws of the United States, whether surveyed or un-
surveyed, but shall be reserved for school purposes only.

“8rc. 12. That upon the admission of each of said States into the Union, in
accordance with the provisionsof this act. fifty sections of the unappropriated
public lands within said States, to be selected and located in legal subdivisions,
'na provided in section 10 of this act, shall be, and are herebmmntsd to said
States for the purpose of erectin ipu‘hlic Imiltiings at the cap of said States
for legislative, executive, and judicial pu 3

**8eC, 13. That 5 per cent. of the pmeee;ﬂ of the sales of public lands lying
within said States which shall be sold by the United States subsequent to the
admission of said States into the Union, after deducting all the expenses inci-
dent to the same, shall be paid to the said States, to be used as a permanent
fund, the interest of which only shall be expended for the support of the com-
mon schools within said States, respectively.

“Sgc, 14, That the lands granted to the Territories of Dakota and Montana
by the act of February 18, 1881, entitled ‘An act to grant lands to Dakota, Mon-
tana. Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming for universit.%rurpom,’ are hereby v
in the Statesof South Dakota, North Dakota,and Montana, respectively, if such
States are admitted into the Union, as provided in this act, to the extent of the
full guantity of seventy-two sectionsto each of said States, and any portion of said
lands that may not have been selected by either of said Territories of Dakota
or Montana may be selected by the respective States aforesaid; but said act of
February 18, 1881, shall be so amended as to provide that none of said lands
shall be sold for less than $10 per acre, and the proceeds shall constitute a per-
manent fund to be safely invested and held by said States severally, and the
income thereof to be used exclusively for university ?urposes. And such quan-
tity of the lands authorized by the fourth section of the act of July 17, 1854, to
be reserved for university purposes in the Territory of Washington, as, together
with the lands confirmed to the vendees of the Territory by the act of March 14,
1864.will make the full quantity ofseventy-two entire sections are hereby granted
in like manner to the State of Washington for theg:l s of a university in said
State. None of the lands granted in thissections be sold at less than §10 per

acre; but said lands may be leased in the same manneras provided in section 11 of
this act, The schools, coll , and universities provided for in this act shall
forever remain under the exclusive control of the said States mmediwiy. andno

rt of the proceeds arising from the sale ordispgsal of any lands herein granted
g:r educational purposes shall be used for the support of any sectarian or de-
nominational school, college, or university. The section of land nted by the
act of June 16, 1880, to the Territory of Dakota, for an asylum for the insane

« 8hall, upon the admission of said State of South Dakota into the Union, become
the property of said State.

“*Bec. 15, That so much of the lands belonging to the United States as have
been acquired and set apart for the purpose mentioned in ‘An act appropriat-
ing money for the erection of a penitentiary in the Territory of Dakota,’ ap-

roved March 2, 1881, together with the buildings thereon, be, and the same is

ereby, granted, together with any unexpended balances of the moneys appro-
priated therefor by said act, to said State of South Dakota, for the pu
therein designated ; and the States of North Dakota and Washi , Te-
spectively, have like grantsfor the same purpose, and subject to like terms and
conditions as provided in said act of March 2, 1881, for the Territory of Dakota.
The penitentiary at Deer Lodge City, Mont., and all lands connected therewith
and set apart and reserved therefor, are hereby granted to the State of Mon-

tana.

“Sgec. 16. That 90,000 acres of land, to be selected and located as provided in
section 10 of this act, are hereby granted to each of said States, except to the
State of South Dakota, to which 120,000 acres are granted, for the use and sup-
port of agricultural colleges in said States, as provided in the acts of Congress
making donations of lands for such purpose.

“*8Ec, 17. That in lieu of the grant of land for purposes of internal improve-
ment made to new States by the eighth section of the act of September 4, 1841,
which act is hereby repealed as to the States provided for by this act, and in lien
of any claim or demand by the said States, or either of them, under the act of
September 28, 1850, and section 2479 of the Revised Statutes, making agmm of
swamp and overflowed lands to certain States, which g'rnnt'it ishereby declared
is not extended to the States provided for in this act, and in lien of any grant of
saline lands to said States the following grants of land are hereb: m&ze. towit:

* To the State of South Dakota: For the school of mines, 40,000 acres; for the
reform school, 40,000 acres; for the deaf and dumb asylum, 40,000 acres; for the
agricultural college, 40,000 acres; for the university, 40,000 acres; for State nor-
mal schools, 80,000 acres; for publie buildings at the capital of said State, 50,000
acres; and for such other educational and charitable purposes as the Legislature
of said State may determine, 170,000 acres; in all, 500,000 acres. 2

“To the State of North Dakota o like quantity of land as is in this section
granted to the State of S8outh Dakota, and to be for like purposes, and in like
proportion as far as practicable,

"1}":; the State of Montana: Forthe establishment and maintenance of a school
of mines, 100,000 acres; for State normal schools, 100,000 acres; for agricultural
colleges, in addition to the nt hereinbefore made for that purpose, 50,000
acres; forthe establishment of a State reform school 50,000 acres: for the establish-
ment of a deaf and dumb asylum, 50,000 acres; forpubliobnildingnst the eapital
of the State, in addition to the grant hereinbefore made for that purpose, 150,000
ac!

Tes,

“To the State of Washington: For the establishment and maintenance of a
scientific school, 100,000 acres; for State normal schools, 100,000 acres; for public
buildings at the State capital, in addition to the grant hereinbefore made for
that purpose, 100,000 acres; for State charitable, educational, penal, and reform-
atory institutions, 200,000 acres,

““That the States provided for in this act shall not be entitled to any further
or other ts of land for any purpose than as expressly provided in this act.
And the lands Frn.nted by this section shall be held, appropriated, and
of exclusively for the purposes herein mentioned, in such manner as the £
latures of the respective States may severally provide,

‘*8gc, 18, That all mineral lands shall be exempted from the grants made by
this act, But if sections 16 and 36, or any subdivision or portion of any smallest
subdivision thereof, in any township shall be found by the Department of the
Interior to be mineral lands, said States are hereby authorized and empowered
to select, in legal subdivisions, an equal quantity of other unappropriated lands
il} m%‘é gtt::&‘!. in Len thereof, for the use and the benefit of the common schools
of sal es.

“*8gc, 19. Thatalllands granted in quantity or asindemnity by thisactshall be
selected, under the direction ofthe Secretary of the Interior, from the surveyed,
unreserved, and unappropriated Eublio lands of the United States within the
limits of the respective States entitled thereto. And there shall be deducted
from the number of actes of land donated by this act for fic objects to such
States the number of acres in each heretofore donated by Congress to said Terri-
tories for similar objects.

**8EC. 20. That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is
hereby appropriated, out of any v in the Trn v not otherwise appro-
pris s to each of said Territories for defraying the expenses of the said con-
vefitions, except to Dakota, for which the sum of $40,000 is so appropriated, §20,-
090 each for South Dakota and North Dakota, and for the payment of the mem-
bers thereof, under the same rules and regulations and uﬁe same rates as are
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five years, in

nowprovided by law for the payment of the Territorial latures. An
money hereby appropriated not necessary for such purpose ghall be cov
into the Treasury of the United States.

‘*SEc, 21, That each of said States, when admitted as aforesaid, shall constitute
one judicial district, the namesthereof to be the same as the names of the States,
mﬁecuvely; and the circuit and distriet courts therefor shall be held atthe
capital of such State for the time being, and each of said districts shall, for judi-
cial purposes, until otherwise provided, be attached to the eighth judi cir-
cuit, except Washington and Montana, which shall be af.lauged to the ninth
judieial circuit. There shall be appointed for each of said districts one district
judge, one Uniled States attorney, and one United States marshal, The judge
of each of said distriets shall receive a yearly salary of §3,500, payable in four
equal installments, on the 1st days of January, April, July, and ggmber of each
year, and shall reside in the distriet. There shall be appointed clerks of said
courts in each district, who shall knemheir offices at the capital of said State,
The regular terms of said courts shall be held in each district, at the place afore-
sald, on the first Monday in April and the first Monday in November of each
year, and only one grand jury and one petit jury shall be summoned in both
said circuit and district courts. The circuit and district courts foreach of said
di.strims.i and the judges there, respectively, shall possess the same powers and
Jjurisdiction and perform the same duties required to be performed by the other
cirenit and district courts and judges of the United States, and shall be governed
by the same laws and regulations. The marshal, distriet attorney, and clerks
of the circuit and district courts of each of said districts. and all other officers .
and persons performing duties in the administration o{d'luslloe therein, shall
severally gousm the powers and perform the duties lawfully ssed and re-
quired to be performed by similar officers in other districts of the United States;
and shall, for the services they may perform, receive the feesand compensation
allowed by law to other similar officers and persons performing similar duties
in the State of Nebraska.

“8Ec. 22, That all cases of appeal or writ of error heretofore pros ecuted and

now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States upon any record from

the supreme court of either of the Territories mentioned in this or that may
hereafter luwl'ui.]dy be prosecuted upon any record from either of said courts,
may be heard and dete:

rmined b&mid Supreme Court of the United States. And
the mandate of execution or of further proceedings shall be directed by the Su-
reme Court of the United States to the circuit or distriet court hereby estab-
ished within the State succeeding the Territory from which such record is or
may be pending, or to the supreme court of su , a8 the nature of the case
may uire: Provided, That the mandate of execution or of further proceed-
ings shall, in cases arising in the Territory of Dakota, be directed by the Su-
preme Court of the United States to the circuit or distriet eourt of the district of
South Dakota, or to the supreme court of the State of South Dakota, or to the
circuit or district court of the district of North Dakota, or to the supreme court
of the Btate of North Dakota, or to the supreme court of the Territory of North
ota, as the nature of the case may require. Andeach of the eircult}di.ﬁl,riut,
and State courts herein named shal T vely, be the of the su-
preme court of the Territory asto all such cases arising within the limits em-
braced within the jurisdiction of such courts, respectively, with full power. to
proceed with thesame, and award mesne or final proeesstherein; and that from
all judgments and decreesof the supreme court of either of the Territories men-
tioned inthis act,in any case arising within the limits of any of the &mpmad

States prior to admission, the parties to such i]ud ent shall have the same
right to prosecute appeals and writs of error to the Supreme Courtof the United
States as they shall have had by law prior to the ission of said State into

the Union.

**8Ec. 23. That in respect to all cases , and matters now pending
in the supreme or district courts of either of the Territories mentioned in this
act at the time of the admission into the Union of either of the States mentioned
in this act, and arising within the limils of any such State, whereof the circuit
or district courts by this act established might have had jurisdiction under the
laws of the United States had such courts existed at the time of the commence-
ment of such cases, the said eirenit and district courts, respectively, shall be the

s of said sup and district courts of said Territory; and in respect
to all other cases [proceedinga, and matters E‘endlng in the supreme or district
courts of an{‘of the Territories mentioned in this act at the time of the admis-
sion of such Territory into the Union, arising within the limits of said proposed -
State, the courts established by such State shall, respectively, be the successors
of said supreme and district Territorial courts; and all the files, records, indict-
ments, and proceedings relating to any such cases shall be transferred to such
cireuit, district, and State courts, respectively, and the same shall be proceeded
with therein in due course of law; but no writ, action, indictment, cause, or
proceeding now pending, or lhatdohl;ior to the admission of any of the States
mentioned in this act shall be pending, in any Territorial court in any of the
Territories mentioned in this act, shall abate by the admission of any such
State into the Union, but the same shall be t ferred and p ded with in
the pr:ger United States cireunit, distriet, or State court, as the case may be:
Provided, however, That in all civil actions, causes, and proceedings, in which
the United States is not aiparty. transfers shall not be made to the circuit and
district courts of the United States except upon written request of one of the
parties of such action or proceeding filed in the proper court; and in the ab-
som:tla‘of such request such cases shall be proceeded with in the proper State
conrts,

“8Eec. 24. That the constitutional conv may, by ordinance, provide for
theelection of officers for full State governments, including members of the Leg-
islaturesand Representatives in the Fifty-first GDnFmss; but said State govern-
ments shall remain in abeyance until the Statesshall be admitted into the Union,
respectively, asprovided in this act. In case the constitution ofany of said pro-
posed States shall be ratified by the people, but not otherwise, the Legislature
thereof may assemble, organize, and elect two Senators of the United States ;
and the governor and secretary of state of such proposed Stateshall certify the

lection of the Senators and Repr tatives in the manner required by law;
and when such State isadmitted into the Union, the Senators and Repr t
tivesshall be entitled to be admitted to seats in Congress, and to all trze rights
and privileges of Senat and Repr tatives of other States in the Congress
of the United States; and the officers of the State governments formed in pur-
suance of said constitutions, asprovided by the constitutional conventions, shall
proceed to exercise all the funetions of such State officers; and all laws inlforce
made by said Territories at the time of their admission into the Unjon shall be
in force in said Stales, except as modified or changed by this act or by the con-
stitutions of the States, respectively. 85

“Sgc. 25, Thatall acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this
act, whether {mssed by the Legislatures of said Territories or by Congress, are
hereby repealed.”

And that the House agree to the same.,

That the Senat de from its disagr tto thea d t of the House
{.o the title of said bill, and agrees to the same so amended as to read as fol-

OWS:

“*An act to provide for the division of Dakota into two States and to enable the
people of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Washington to form con-
stitutions and State governments and to be admitted into the Union on an equal
fmt{ng"wﬂh the original States, and to make donations of public lands to such

And that the House agree to the same,
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That the Senate recede from its to the amendment of the House

ER,
Managers on the parl of the Sencte.
WILLIAM M. BPRINGER,
CHASB. 8.

BAKER,
Blanagers on the part of the House,

Mr, PLATT. I move that the Senste concur in the report of the
eommittee of conference.

The PRESIDENT pro femporve. If there be no objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the report, the question is on concurring in it

Mr. DAWES. T desire, before the vote is taken, to make an inquiry
of the Senator from Connecticut as to the scope of a single paragraph
in the bill, which I will read, on the fonrth page:

Bat nothing herein, or in the ordinances herein provided for, shall preclude
the said States from taxing es other lands are taxed any lands o or held
? any Indian who has severed his tribal ‘m!at.ions. auf! h_aa obtained from the

nited States or from any p atitle t by or other grant, save
and except such lands as have been or may be granted to any Indian or Indians |
under any act of Congress containing a provision exempting the lands thus |

from taxation.

“I'he inguiry I desire to make is whether it would be possible under
that paragraph to tax the lands held by Indians in severalty. I will
read to the Senator the title by which an Indian holds under the sev-
eralty aet his land. Section 5 of the act approved Febrnary 8, 1887,
provides—

That u this aet by the See-

" desoes o v vt g B g et ey
ﬁaulzs doe\:gﬁwﬁ‘]‘ie ﬂgulg the lat?ﬁ thus allotted, for the period of twenty-five
wears, in trust for the sole use and benefit of the Indian to whom such allotment
shall have been made, or, in case of his decease, of his heirs according te the
e o S e e
m?grh@s!m?mﬂmd,hfu. of said trust and free of all
Glllm or. L ar.

T desire to add that this statute does not expressly exempt the land
from taxation, but goes npon the that the fee to the land is in
the United States, and that therefore from that fact it can not be taxed.
But the language-of this bhill is, that any land ewned or held by any
Indian who has severed his tribal relation and has a patent may he
taxed. These Indians had severed their tribal relation, and in one
sense hold the lands. They have theuse of them; they have a patent
from the United States; but the patent declares that the United States
will hold the land, and at the end of twenty-five years convey it in fee.

My inguiry of the Senator is whether it was the intention -of the
conferees, or w in his opinion it wonld be possible under this
language, for the States to tax this land held in severalty?

Mr. PLATT. It was not the intention of the conferees that the
States shonld be permitted to tax the lands held in severaliy by the
Indians during the time the United States agrees to hold said lands in
trost for their benefit, nor do I believe that any such construction of
the proposed act eould be had as to give it that effect.

‘The severalty act does use the word *‘patent.” Tt says the United
States shall give a patent to the Indians, but it speaks of a final patent
in fee to be given at the end of twenty-five years, and it declares that
Shags .~ 0% Uk tug Nevets, St ¥hal yenciufe fho Fintas front
lan is, “* that nothing herein, ete., u e es from
taxing as other lands are taxed any lands owned or held by any Indian
who has severed his tribal relations and has obtained from the United
States or from any person a title thereto by patent or other grant.®
The severalty act provides, as I understand it, that the United States
shall hold the land and the title to the Jand. So unless the Indian
holds the lands and has a patent which gives him fitle to the lands
there is nothing here which would authorize their taxation.

I will say one thing moreaboutit. Thiswas not entirely according
to the ideas of the Benate conferees, but we have had a good deal of dis-
agreement, &s is nsnal in snch cases, and a pretty serious disagreement.
This section comes from the other House, and the managers at the con-
ference on the part of the Senate felt as if it were better to takeit than
to stand out against the House conferees,

Mr. DAWES. I agree with the Senator in the proper construction
to be put upon this langnage, and I desired to have upon the record |
the opinion of the conferees, lest some one might say that lands owned
or held by anysuch Indian might apply to an Indian who occupied the
land and held it in that sense, although the legal holding is in the
United States nnder the severalty act. I have no desire to add any-
thing farther after the expression of opinion by the Senator from Con-
negticut.

Mr, HOATR. Mr. President, it is well known to the Senate that in |
the Territory of Washington, by the law of that Territory, women hav- |
ing the same qualifications as male voters andcitizens and office-holders |
were eligible to all the political functions of the State as voters, jurors, |
legislators, and as the holders of executive office. That policy had been,
aceording to the testimony of many preminent citizens of that Terri-
tory, eminently successful. The late chief-justice of the Territery, one
of the ablest men on the Pacific coast, a fine lawyer and magistrate, had
in a most considerate and careful communication, made to the publie |

Py

the approval of the allotments provided for in
shall to issue theref

about two years ago, given his emphatic testimony as to the satisfac-

tion which all elasses of persons felt in that condition of 1hi there
under this poliey. i

‘When tl;; Democmtgg nﬁmigistmﬁon came in President Cleveland
proceeded fo replace the Republican jndges with judges of his-own po-
litical faith, in some cases, I think in all cases bnggne, removing 1513
incumbent, and in one case allowing the incumbent to serve ont his
term, when he was replaced with & Democratic snecessor, in aceordance
with the policy which this Administration has followed and in accord-
ance with the policy which, I think, all its predecessors had followed,
of having judges ot their own political faith in the Territories,

‘The court so eonstituted made a most remarkable decision, and to
the amazement of the people of that Territory held that the Territorial
law which established the right of women to vote and to held office was
in yiolation of the organic act under which the Territory was organ-
ized. 1 believe the ground was that while the organic Jaw permitted
the Territorial Legislature to decide what persons should vote women
were not persons in the legislative sense.

AMr. MITCHELL. That they were not citizens.

Mr. HOAR. That they were not citizens.

Mr. MITCHELL. The organie act provided that the Territorial
Legislature might provide what persons shonld exercise the right ot
suifrage, but provided that they should becitizens, and the court held
that that term did not include women.

Mr. HOAR. That issubstantially the same. It was amere device.

Mr, PLATT. Upon that point I might say the court held that the
meaning of the word *‘ citizens’’ was limited by the words ** white
male inhabitants,” which appearei in the beginning of the section.

Mr. HOAR. 1 do not desire at this time to uiter any words of con-
demnation of fhat decision. It is a very rare case indeed when eriti-
cism in political bodies of judicial decisions is either wise or justifia-
ble. I-prefer to treat that decision as having been the honest opinion
of able and competent magistrates, and T will say nothing which is in-
consistent with that view. Indeed I ought tosay that Ihavenot given
the subject study enough to warrant me even in coming to any conelu-
sion in my own mind which is inconsistent with that view. Butall I
have to say is that the decision, whether right er wreng, was a sur-
prise to the people of the Territory, who without any considerable re-
mr:lnstmnoe had pursued quietly and successfully this policy for sev-
eral years,

It seemed fair and just that in submitting to thepeople of Wash-
ington Territory the question whether fhe constitution which shall
now be framed shall be adopted, and in the election of delegates to
frame that constitution who have previously enjoyed the right
of suffrage should he entitled o vote, and that persons who had pre-
viously been eligible to office should be eligible as members and
officers of that constitutional convention. I had proposed when-
ever & bill for the organization of Washington Territory came up this
winter in the Senate to move an amendment to that efiect. I felt and
now feel quite confident that if that question eame up a majority of
this body, whether themselves favoring the policy which its wo-
men fo vote or not, wonld certainly favor the policy of allowing the
people of & Territory to determine for themselves the quaslification of
voters in that matter. :

But the question has never presented itself to the Senate in a way
which made that motion icable. Indeed, I do not think there
ever has been a time when it would have been in order strictly, unless
on the mere guestion of non-concurrence, which was adopted here
without any debate or discussion. I did not undertake to interfere
with that p: ing and precipitate a debate on this subject, which
might have resulted in the defeat of this measure altogether and in
keeping out these several States for an indefinite period. I, therefore,
did all that conld be done under the circumstances that T could think
of. I obtained the signatures of twenty-two Senators to this applica-
tion, addressed to the Benate conferees:

SERATE CHAMBER, February 5, 1880,

GexTLEMEN ; Tt is well known to you that the peopls afWaahl.nfbnTerrl-
tory had voluntarily adopted woman suffrage, and that it had been in foree in
that to the great satisfaction of the peopl forn.nnmhurdpsn.when
it was abol in consequence of an extraordinary decision of the ti
By

court.
e think that in justice the women of that Territory should be permitied to
;o&e or;:m constitution, and in electing delegates to the convention which shall
rame

‘Wehope you will be able to secure in conference a provisionthat all persons,
orchme who have enjoyed the actual exercise of the right of suf-
frage under any act of a Territorial i shall be permitted to vote in the
election of membersof & constitutional conventionand on the adoption of a con-
stitution by the people, notwithstanding any decision of the courts as to the va-
lidity of such act.

GEORGE F. HOAR. A, B. PADDOCK.

T. W. PALMER. C. B. FAR

J. N. DOLPH. 08, M. BOY A
W. BE;M:B, and also in ANFORD,

H. M. TELLER. 5

H. L. DAWES, P,

‘WM. M. STE ?

CHAS. F. MANDERSON, P. B. PLUME.
JONATHAN OHN BHERMAX.

JAMES F. WILSON.
To Senators PLATT and CuLroM, i
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This paper was signed by twenty-two Senators. The two Repuhli-
can members of the eonference on the part of the Senate—the Senator
from Connecticnt and the Senator from Illinois—had themselves voted
for a constitutional amendment providing for and securing woman sul~
frage througzhout the United States. This document, of course, was
not presented to them for signature, as they were members of the con-
ference committee, but with them the signers of the doeument make
two-thirds of the Republican members on this side of the Chamber.

Isu that would secure the insertion of such a provision in
any conference report which should be made, unless it should turn out
on inquiny that the insisting upon it fuarther would prejudice the agree-
ment under which four States, and not one alone, are to come in, and
thereby expose those Territories to waiting for assuming their proper
constitutional place in the Union for an indefinite period, which I pre-
sume no person who signed this paper desired. I certainly myself
did not. =

I supposed that if the conferees on the part of the Senate found
that it would be impossible to seenre this provision, they would still
think it was very important that the Territories should be admitted,
and would therefore report to the Senate a plan for their admission
even without it. 1 desire to inguire of my friend from Connecticat
what has been the fate of that proposition in the conference?

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, very many things which the conferees
on the part of the Senate would have desired to secure in the agree-
ment which the conferees shonld reach had to be given up in the in-
terest of obtaining a bill which should accomplish the great work of
introdueing into the sisterhood of States four new members. This is
not the only matter which the Senate conferees did desire to have in-
eorporated in the bill; but it is a bill which we think will accomplish
the result desired; that under it four States will be added to the Union.

With regard to the particular guestion invelved, a uniform rule is
adopted for all the Territories, prescribing who may vote for delegates
to the constitutional conventions. There is considerable difference in
the qualifications of voters in the several Territories, and this langnage
is used:

Bec. 3. That all who are qualified by the laws of said Territories to

persons

vote forrepresentatives to the Legislative Assemblies thereof are hereby author-

w to vole for and choose to form conventions in said proposed
tea.

That allows in each Territory those persons to vote for delegates to
the constitutional convention who now under the laws of the Territory
are permitted to vote. To have inserted what the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts desired to have inserted would have made a different rule
for Washington Territory than that preseribed for the other Territo-
ries; that is to say, it would have provided that certain persons—eiti-
zens, I admit—who under the decision of the supreme court of Wash-
ington Territory are not now entitled to vote for tatives to the
Legislative Assembly should be permitted to vote for delegates. It is
true, as the Senator has stated, that for several years women have ex-
ercised, in virtue of a Territorial law, the right of voting in the Terri-
tory of Washington. :

It is also true that recently the supreme court of Washington Ter-
ritory has decided that the law which was passed by the Territorial
Legislature was not valid because it did not comply with the provis-
ions of the organie act of the Territory. That decision, as I under-
stand, has been appealed from and is now in the Supreme
Court of the United States, and I hope will advanced and decided
at an early day by the Supreme Conrt of the United States, and Imay
express the opinion, for one, that I shall be very glad if the Supreme
Court of the United States finds that that judgment can be reversed.

The majority of the Senate conferees presented this matter to the con-
ference. They insisted upon it, I think, as far as it was wise or judi-
.cious to insist upon it. It was not acceded to by the conferees on the
part of the other House or by a majority of them, so that it left a dis-
(tinct difference and disagreement hetween the Senate conferees and the
‘conferees of the Houseof Representatives, the Senate conferees desiring
and insisting, by a majority, that it should be put in, and the House
conferees insisting and desiring, by a majority, that it should not be
!pus in, but that the same rule should apply to each Territory, and that
is that only the persons qualified now to vote for members of the Legis-
lative Assembly a.hould%m permitted to take part in voting for the dele-
gates to be elected fo the constitutional convention and to vote upon
the constitution, and we did not think it was worth while to carry our
insistance and disagreement to such a point as to endanger this great
measure by doing so.

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, for many years the women in all of
these four Territories which it is now proposed to admit as States have
been anxious to secure the right of suifrage. Thisistrue toa great ex-
tent of the women in both the Dakotas, somewhat in Montana, and in
the Territery of Washington they have been in the actnal exercise of
this great right as long as have the men in that Territory, until their
recent disfranchisement by a decision of an inferior court. Sinee this
disfranchisement in the Territory of Washington——

Mr, MITCHELL. The Senator is mistaken in the statement that
the women have voted as long as the men.

Mr. BLAIR. How long have they voted?

Mr. MITCHELL. For some years, but not as long as the men.

Mr. BUTLER. I will inform the Senalor that they have voted in
two elections; the elections of 1884 and 1886

Mr. BLAIR. Very likely I am incorrect as to the length of the
time they have voted; but since the enactment of the Territorial law
giving them the right. It has now been held by this court that the
law is invalid as being in contravention of the organic act, as I under-
stand the ground of the decision. If that be so, if that be the ground
on which the law of the Territory is held to be invalid, it certainly
does not follow that in this enabling aet we might not confer upon
women the right of suffrage; and I do not think we excuse ourselves
for depriving them of a really vested right, as I believeit to be, a natural
rizht, a right which they have exercised, and the deprivation of which
they must dee%)]y and keenly feel. I say we do not justify ourselves
at all in the admission of these States forour failure to extend to them
the privilege they have hitherto exercised by quoting the decision of a
court which can not prevent our giving them right to vote beyond dis-
pute by this enabling act.

Bince that decision was announced there has been a great deal of
feeling exhibited on the part of the women of the Territory of Wash-
ington. Numerous letters and memorials remonstrating have been
forwarded to members of Congress, and many have been received
by myself, and it will be a most bitter disappointment to one-half
the popnlation of that Territory and to a great many citizens in the
others that this omnibus enabling act is 'pmed withont making pro-
vision for the extension of the right of suffrage to women in this
great initiatory act of their statehood; and for ome, if I felt that it
was the duty of an individual to obtrnde himself against the phalanx
of the vast majority without reference to party distinetion, I would
?frﬁl{n?m the adoption of this conference report and the passage

Ilook upon the matter that is involved as one of the most serions
which can attract the attention of American legislators. I believethe
right of suffrage belongs to women as much as it does to men. I be-
lieve that the distinction of sex with reference to the exercise of any of
the rights or privileges or immunities of citizenship is no distinction.
The suffrage is no physieal act. The suffrage is a mental act. It is
the decision of the mind, gnided by conscience, intelligence, and the

sense, uniting to decide upon the issnes which eoncern the weal
and welfare of woman as well as of man. Upon the decision of such
issues woman has the same right to be heard as man, She has life, she
has liberty, she has property involved as much as has man, and in a
republican form of government such as we pretend ours to be it is
simply an insult to that half of the creation, which is as intelligent as
we are ourselves, to deprive them of the exercise of rights for which any
of us in our own persons would die.

Mr. DAWES. If the case appealed to the Supreme Court of the
United States should be advanced, and that decision be reversed, is
not the Senator aware that then the women of the Territory of Wash-
ington under the bill would be entitled to vote?

"~ Mr. BLAIR. I will answer the Senator, and answer him now,
though I think it was quite an incongruous interruption ai that par-
ticular point.

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will allow me to apologize for the in-
trusion, I will do so, and I will refrain from interrupting him again.

Mr. BLAIR. I shall be obliged to the Senator if he will doso. I
acecept the apology, together with such emendations and additions as
the Senator feels proper to make, but I would not exact it to the full
extent to which he has gone.

Mr. DAWES. I asked the Senator a question in good faith, and de-
siring to attain the same end that the Senator desires to attain I was
inquiring of him whether it could not be attained in that way; butthe
%mfm: seems offended, and I regret exceedingly that I have offended

m.

Mr. BLAIR. Iam glad to reeeive the expression of the Senator’s
good will. He regrets having offended me, and I assure him he has
not offended me. I simply embraced the cpportunity to assure him
that, in my judgment, as a matter of tasteand propriety, his Wterrup-
tion was at an exceedingly inopportune moment in my remarks, buot I
also at the same moment assured him that I would proceed to answer
his question then in good faith, and I will do so now.

The Senator inguires whether if the Supreme Court of the United
States should reverse the decision of the supreme court of the Terri-
tory of Washington, then women might not be permitied to vote in
the Territory of Washington under this bill. I presnme such is the

of the bill. I understood the Senator irom Connecticut
[Mr. PLATT] to say that it was intended to produce that effect. But
the Senator knows very well, I snppose—if he does not I will as-
sure him that it is my opinion—that this case will not be advanced
on the docket of the Supreme Court of the United States, and if
it were advanced on the docket of the Snpreme Court of the United
States I do not believe it would be heard and decided in season to
avail the women of that Territory; and were it so, and were the lan-
guage of thisenabling act snflicient to influencs the officials who may
contrel its n;ihminl:hmtian so far as that Territery is coreerned t!}
give woman the right of ex ing ber opinion upon this great act o
the beginning of statehood there, % do not believup:hat, as a practical
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matter, within the time that question will be settled, they will ever
have the opportunity of exercising their right.

But if that were so as far as Washington is concerned, I am speaking
for them all, not the Territory of Washington alone, but Montana and
both the Dakotas, for throughont all this great belt of country which
is our rampart on the Northwest, woman is as anxious to vote all
along the line as she is in Washington. She is more keenly alive to
the deprivation of her rights there perhan?a, because she has once exer-
cised tgem, and we all know how it wounld be in the case of the colored
man of the South. An act which could not be consummated without
bloody revolution to deprive the citizens of color of theright they have
already exercised, and becaunse they have exercised it and not because
it is a natural right, for they went withount the exercise of it as a nat-
ural right for centuries.

But now thatitis giventothem no power exists which can take it from
them without blood. And had woman her right, had she force at her
command and organization behind her, you would find revolution in
the Northwest ere she would surrender this right of suffrage after hav-
ing once exercised it.

Utg:. PAYNE., The women are deprived of their right of suffrage in

Mr. BLAIR. Butin Utah the le are substantially under mar-
tial law. They are under the heel of the Government, and there they
must remain until they have modified some of their institutions.

Mr. President, I suppose it may seem to the Senate and may seem
to the country as though this was a trifling matter, but it appears to
me to be the admission of but half the population of this great
Territory into the Union. To woman it is no extension of right or
of privilege or of power. To man it is the extension of an invaluable
privilege, and it is of importance to these States as States. But some
time there must be a precedent made for the extension of this great
right to the half of creation which does not now exercise it, and par-
ticularly, as I believe, in governments republican in form the prineci-
ple must be carried to its full extent, or with increasing intelligence
and moral sense that government which fails to do it will be con-
demned because not republican in form, will be revolutionized and
snbverted.

It does not follow because women are not capable of action in the
field, because they are not a fighting force, that there are not, if you
please, invisible and almighty battalions on their side. Justice iswith
them. Life, liberty, property, and the pursuit of happiness are of as
much consequence to them as to us. They have the same right of
decision upon what pertains to the settlement of their great privileges
and immunities as have we ourselves. We do withheld their right.

Mr. President, as I said before, here is this long yet important strip
of territory which in my own mind I had consecrated for years to the
exercise of this great franchise, and these Territories are to be ad-
mitted as States and woman is to be deprived of her sacred right. We
talk of what she may do after the States are in the Union. I under-
stood the Senator to express the opinion that these States once in the
Union and the sentiment for suffrage strong, it would be extended to
woman by the action of the men in the States; but the real secret and
the true reason why woman is deprived of the right of suffrage is be-
cause it is the secret of power. i

It is of little consequence to woman or to man, save only as it is the
opportunity to exercise power over one’s own destiny and over the
destiny of the society of which one is a component part. Men refuse
to women this right because and principally because it is a division of
power. When these States are in the Union it will be only with the
utmost reluctance that man will divide and extend to the other half
of creation one-half of that which he now possesses alone, and you will
find that womenliving in a State in the Union are at a great disadvan-
tage with reference to the attainment of their privileges from what
they wonld be if they shonld remain in a territorial condition until
they could reach the opportunity to exercise their right upon the ques-
tion of the admission of their States.

Ther® is only one other Territory, and that is Wyoming, where wo-
men can vote. What may happen to deprive them of the privilege
they exercise there when Wyoming comes to be admitted tothe Union
we do not know. DBut it is a significant and discouraging fact, to me
at least, that Washington especially, where the exercise of the right
has been so long enjoyed and is so highly prized, is to come into the
Union and women are to be excluded from their membership as citi-
zens and as voters in that northern queen of the oceidental States.

Now, Mr. President, not to occupy too long the time of the Senate,
I will call attention to one other feature in this report which I am very
glad to commend. I find on page 5, paragraph 4, this provision:

Fourth. That provision shall be made for the establish tand maint
of systems of public schools, which shall be open to all the children of said
States, and free from sectarian control.

There, sir, is a feature of redeeming, of saving grace, and of the very
greatest importance, as it seems to me. Itisthe substance of a consti-
tutional amendment now pending before this body designed to secure
the same in substance to the people of all the States, and those already
in the Union as well as to those which may hereafter be admitted.
That amendment I consider the most important measure now pending

in the United States in any legislative body or before the great fornm
of the people. We have made some advance in the hearings upon that
amendment before the Committee on Education and Labor and we shall’
make still more, and I take this opportunity to express my gratification
that this leading feature is recognized and is to be adopted in the fun-
damental law of these States. This makes a precedent, compliance'
with which will require the extension of the provisions of this amend-
ment to all the States in the Union. 4

Nor, Mr. President, is this a matter upon which there is but slight
public interest. All over the country our people are learning that a’
great question has arisen. It is this: Which shall be the survivor, the.
common school or the parochial, the denominational school in this
country ? That is the really leading issne of the immediate future
so far as the politics of this country are concerned. !

I have in my hand the expression of sentiment of many of the lead-|

‘ing citizens of one of the great cities of this country, which, in this/

connection, I will read to the Senate. It is a memorial addressed to
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con-
gress assembled, in behalf of the citizens of Philadelphia, and it show-
eth: '

|

To the Senale and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : i

This memorial, on behalf of citizens of Philadelphia, showeth: Two grave
dan threaten at this hour the American system of common schools, the;
atheistic tendency in education and the strenuous demand for a division of tha
school funds in the interest of s an or d inational schools, Through
the former tendency the reading of the Christian Serrlpl.ures and the offering of)
prayer have been forbidden in the schools of some of our principal cities, while'
one at least has gone so far as to throw out of her schools every text-book con-
taining any reference to God. This attempt to exclude all religious ideas from
the instrnetion given in the publie shools we hold to be both unphilosophical
and inimical to the public good, because it neglects the moral faculties, which
are the most important faculties of man, and the right exercise of which is most
important to the State: and because it does not pond to h ter of,
the institutions for which the common &chool is designed to prepare the citi-
zens of this Republic.

Mr. PAYNE. What is the paper from which the Senator is read-
ing?
It is the memorial of citizens of Philadelphia.

Mr BLAIR.

Mr. PAYNE. Will the Senator state in what States the practices
referred to are said to prevail ?

Mr. BLAIR. Itis alluding to many of the prominent cities in dif-
ferent States, quite a number, some fifteen or twenty cities in different
parts of the conntry where this has been done, as I am informed.

On the other hand, to accept the proposal for a division of the school funds
would be for the State to destroy the whole school system which we have built
up with go much care and at such vast expense; to renounce all responsible or,
effective control of the work of education, and to become a mere tax-gatherer
for the sects. The one greatargument by which this proposal is sustained is that
Christian parents can not accept for their children an education which, while
ostensibly neuatral, is virtually hostile to religion. The adoption of the secular
theory of edueation, therefore, so far m reconciling those who advoeate the
division of the funds, only stimulates them to fresh efforts, and supplies them
with fresh arguments against the g;:blto schools, These twoadverse tendencies,
therefore, assist each other, and between them there is danger that our school

m may perish or be seriously “iﬁfled‘ at the very time when it is most
urgently needed ; for, more than any other single institution, it mar be regarded
as the digestive organ of the body-politie through which we assimilate to the
national character the foreign elements which every year brings in increasing
volume to our shores.

Against both these dangers we shall provide most effectively bg s!mpl&kcep-
ing our school system on the foundations where it was placed by our fathers.
‘We believe that the time kas come when eonstitutional safeguards ought to be
erected in the nation’s fundamental law around this most precious institution.
‘We have, therefore, observed with pleasure the introduction of a joint resolu-
tion now pending before one of your honorable bodies (Senate Res. 86) propos-
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States which, while it recog-
nizes the Christian character and purpose of our system of public education, for-
bids the appropriation of public money to any school or institution in which the
peculiar doetrines or ceremonials of any religious sect or denomination are
practiced or taught; and we earnestly pray that you will speedily submit this
or some lsimila.r amendment to the latures of the several Biates for their
approval.

%?1 this connection we are reminded that General Grant, when President,
recommended to Congress the passage of an amendment to the national Con-
stitution * prohibiting the granting of any school funds or school taxes, or any
part thereof, either by legislative, municipal, or other authority, for the benefit

‘or in aid, directly or indirectly, of any re igfoun sect or denomination.” The

Republican national convention, at Cinecinpati, June 15, 1876, recommended
“an amendment to the Constitution of the United States forbiddinf the applica-
tion of any public funds or ];m:perty for the benefit of any schools or institu-
tions under sectarian control.”

The Democratic national platform, adopted in the same year at St. Louis, de-
clared for the maintenance of the publie schools ' without prejudice or prefer-
ence for any class, sect, or creed, and without largesses from the ury to
any.” A joint resolution tothis effect, introduced into the House of Representa-
tives by Hon. James G. Blaine, was adopted in that body by an almost unani-
mous vote. A ded in the Senate by the addition of a proviso that it should
not be construed inst the reading of the Bible in the ools, it was ndol'.\rted
there by a vote o?gto 16, or a little less than the requisite two-thirds, The
danger is now more manifest, the need is more urgent than then, The lapse
of a dozen years has strengthened every argument which was then emploved
in support of this measure.

At a largely attended public meeting, the call for which was signed by alarge
number of the leading citizens of Phila&elphia, the undersigned were appointed
n committee to nct for their fellow-citizens in this matter. In support, there-
fore, of the desired action we lay before you this memorial, and leave also
;.o submit the resolutions adopted at the aforesaid meeting, which are as fol-

ows:

Resolved, That this nation, in its origin and history, is Christian. Our eolo-
nial pacts of gover t and charters, our State constitutions and statutes
our common law, our days of fasting and thanksgiving, our State and national
institutions and usag lly, have given our political being a marked and
distinctive Christian character.

Resolved, That the type of Christianity which has characterized our State ard
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national life is that which secures to our people an open Bible, the right of pri-
vate judg t, freedom o h and of th:&n’eau. and the entire indepéndence
of our Government against all foreign domination, whether ecclesiastical or
civil. The sovereign people and their government are not amenableto spiritual
pontiffs or civil potentates, but te God and His law, 7

Resolved, That our common schools, as one of the most important institutions
of our country, should correspond to the Christian origin, history, and character
of the Repnblic itself. Our schools should teach the history of our country and
the character of our institutions; ourlaws, and the reasons for them ; the pre-
rogatives and responsibilities of the sovereign people and their government,
and the loyality due, under God, to the anthority of our own rulers. The Bible
ought not only to be read, but taught, in all the schools. The public school
must prove a failure if they do not train our rising generation to be honest,
virtuous, and loyal citizens, Such training,as the or{;ﬁlmm for tha Territory
of the Northwest and Washington's Farewell Address assure us,can be found
only in the principles of religion,

Ferolred, ;‘lmt while our schools are and should be Christian, no preference
or advantage should be given to any one sect or d ination in tion
with the public schools. Above all, no sect can justly or fairly claim any por-
tion of the public money for the su?ort of its own sectarian schools.

Resolved, That ngainst the demand made by a portion of our Roman Catholie
fellow-citizens for a division of the school fund there is this additional and in-
vincible argument : That the teaching of that church coneerning the supremacy
of the Roman Pontiff as the infallible vicegerent of Christ over governments
and nations as well as individuals, in all matters of faith and mo , is directly
subversive of the principles of liberty on which the Republic hasbeen founded ;
and to endow or support from the public Treasury schools in which this doc-
t{'ine is taught wnum? be to provide means for the subversion of our free institu-
tions.

Resolved, That in both these respects our school system shonld be kept on the
foundations on which it was placed by our fathers. We seek no change, and
we will withstand all attempts to revolutionize, in either of these features, our
system of public education,

Resolved, That we approve of the general features of the constitutional amend-
ment now pending in the Senate of the United States, ‘‘ respecting establish-
ments of religion and free public schools,” in that, while it recognizesthe Chris-
tian character and purpose of our system of education, it forbids the appropria-
tion of public money to any school in which the pecualiar tenets or ceremonials
of any religious sect or denomination are practiced or taught.

Resolved, That a committee of nine be appointed by this meeting to co-operate
with the National Reform Association in its further efforts in behalf of this orany
gimilar measure which may be directed tothe same ends, and that this committtee
shall have power to add to its numbers, i

Then follow the signatures of a large number of the leading citizens
of the city of Philadelphia. The constitutional amendment referred to
is in these words: :

Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States respecting establishments of religion and free public schools,

Resolved by the Seitate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States of America
in Congress assembled (lwo-thirds of the House concurring therein), That the follow-
ing nmendment to the Constitution of the United States be, and hereby is, pro-

to the Siates, to become valid when ratified by the Legislatures of three-
‘ourths of the States as provided in the Constitution:

; ARTICLE —,

Seeriox 1. No State shall ever make or maintain any law respecting an estab-
lishment of religion, or Erohibiting the free exercige thereof.

SEc. 2. Each State in this Union shall establish and maintain n system of free
public schools adequate for the education of all the children living therein, be-
tween the nges of six and sixteen years, inclosive, in the common branches of
knowledge, and in virtue, morality, and the principles of the Christian religion.
But no money raised by taxation imposed by law or any money or other prop-
erty or credit belonging to any muniei organization, or to a.ug State, or to
the United States, shall ever be appropriated, applied, orgiven to the use of pur-

ses of any school, institution, corporation, or person, whereby instruction or

.mining shall be given in the doctrines, tenets, belief, ceremonials, or -
ances peculiar to any sect, denomination, organization, or society, being, or
claiming to be, religiousin its character, nor shall such peculiar doctrines, tenets,
be]lief ceremonials, or observances, be taught or inculeated in the free public
schools.
. 8Ec. 3, To the end that each State, the Uniled States, and all the people thereof,
may have and preserve governments republican in form and in substance, the
‘Cnﬁed Siales nﬁsll guarunty to every State, and to the people of every State and
of the United States, the su%)ort and maintenance of such asystem of free pub-
lic schools as is herein provided.

Skc. 4. That Congress shall enforce this article by legislation when necessary.

Mr. President, the conference committee have embodied in this
great enubling act, so defective with reference to one-half of the popu-
Jation living within the Territory concerned; eo defective, I had almost
said, in the light of the times in which we live; so wickedly defective
in that regard, the committee have embodied in this great bill a pre-
vision substantially the same, the very essence of the provision in the
constitutional amendment which I have just read, and this feature I
n:0 it highly commend and I shall look to it in the struggles of the fut-
ure, if I participate in them, as the great precedent for the general
adoption of the substance of the constitutional amendment which has
been proposed, is now pending before us, and which I have just read
to the Senate.

I am not one of those who think these States should have been ad-
mitted at this time under these circumstances; I gladly defer to the
judgment of those who, in so much greater numbers, are individuoally
quite my peers upon a question of this kind. But I should have pre-
ferred that we should have taken a little more time, that we should
have given to these separate Territories a little more of individual con-
sideration, and that in this great act we should have done much more
of justice and should have placed these coming States upon a founda-
tion of enduring prosperity and of stable institutions, republican in
form, working justice to everybody, regardless of sex. I should, I say,

have preferred this could I have had my own judgment complied with,
- and I should defeat this bill for six months or a yearif we counld achieve
these grand results. But, sir, the majority rules,and I bow {o the ma-
jority, specifying the reasons why I should have been glad {hat while
doing su much of justice that we might have done more.
I will no longer claim the attention of the Senate.

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall not occupy the time of the
Senate more than a moment, as I am very anxious that we shall have a
vote upon this report before we adjourn. I shall not go into a discus-
sion of the merits of the question that has been debated by the Senator
who has just taken his seat or by the Senator from Massachusetts. It
is sufficient to say that the subject of the admission of these Territories
into the Union, or most of them, has been before the Congress of the
United States for many years, There has been much discussion with
reference to the question. Finally the Senate bill was amended hy the
House and the whole subject got into a conference committee of the two
Houses. The conferees of the two Houses disagreed at the first meet-
ing and afterwards they were again appointed, and we have finally come
to a conclusion and made our report.

I have felt, as one of the conferees, that I could not afiord by my ac-
tion, on account of the differences between the two Houses, to take away
{from these Territories their opportunity for statehood. The people of
these four Territories number about 1,000,000, and, as is suggested by
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR], it has been, I think, no-
torious to the country and to both Houses of Congress that if the con-
ferees had agreed to the proposition advocated by the Senators from
Massachusetts and New Hampshire the report of the conferees would
not have been concurred in by either branch of Congress, So every
consideration, it seems to me, looked to the duty on my part of agree-
ing to the conference report as presented here before the Senate and
which has been ratified by the House to-day.

Mr. President, it is a pretty serious matter to take a step that will
result in the deprivation of so many people from being members of our
great Union; and I desire to say furthermore that the admission of four
States into this Union is & great event, snch a one as has never oc-
carred in this country before in reference to the admission of States
into the Union. Ibelieve it has occurred that perhaps two States have
been taken in at one time, but it has never oceurred in the history of
the country that the Congress of the United States has provided for
the admission of four great commonwealths into the Union at once.

These Territories, by common_consent, I think, of the members of
both Houses of Congress as well as the country, are possessed of all the
elements that justify their admission into the Union in population, re-
sources, civilization, and all that makes them worthy of statehood.

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me to ask him a
question?

Mr, CULLOM. Yes, sir.

Mr. VEST., I see by this conference report—and I believe the Sena-
tor is one of the conferees—that the Territory of New Mexico isstricken
out of the list of Territories to ccme into the Union. I also see from
the RecorD that the Senator from Illinois, when a member of the other
House in 1876, voted for the admission of that Territory with a much
smaller population.

Mr. CULLOM. What year was that?

Mr. VEST. Eighteen hundred and seventy-six.

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator is mistaken, because the Scnator from
Illinois was not there then. :

Mr. VEST. In 1874, I should have said.

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Illinois was not there then; so
that is a mistaken report. The Senator from Illinois went out of the
House of Representatives on the 4th of March, 1871, and has no recol-
lection of ever having voted upon the question of the admission of New
Mexico as a State.

Mr. VEST. So far as the Senator’'s individual record is concerned
he can state it for himself. I had the vote before, but I spoke from
memory when I stated that the Senator voted for it. I know several
distingnished Senators on the other side did vote for that bill. The
Senator from Massachusetts to my right [Mr. DawEes] voted for it;
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] voted for it; and the junior
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] voted for it, if I am not mis-
taken. +

Mr. HOAR. To which Senator from Massachusetts does the Sena-
tor from Missouri refer?

Mr, VEST. I thinkboththeSenators from Massachusetts, according
to my recollection, voted for it. I can send for the record of the vote,

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I desire to say if he is
to write the chronicles of our recent political history he will have to
study them much more carefully. I made a very earnest and zealous
speech against the admission of New Mexico in the House of Repre-
sentatives.

Mr. VEST. So far as writing chronicles is concerned, I have no am-
bition in that regard, nor have I ever had time to go back into the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, except for a specific purpose. My life has
been rather too busy to devote myself to hunting up ancient debates of
either House of Congress. I speak from memory, for some one removed
the paper containing the statement of the vote from my table.

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missouri if he
does not think, before he undertakes to guess about my record for con-
sistency, that it would be becoming in him to go back? §

Mr. VEST. I am not gnessing. I stated what I believed to be a
fact. I am informed now by oneof my colleagues that it was possibly
the other Senator from Illinois who voted for that bill.
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Mr. CULLOM. That is probable.

Mr. VEST. Yes, it was theother Senator from Illinois. I mistook
the Senator.

Now, Mr. President, I should like to ask the conferees why it is that
when fourteen years ago the admission of New Mexico was determined
upon, the Republicans holding both branches of Congress, by a vote in
the House of 160 to 54, and on February 24, 1874, the Senate being
Republican, the vote was 32 for the admission of New Mexico fo 11
against it, and on March 10, 1876, when the Senate was still Repub-,
lican, a bill for the admission of New Mexico also passed the Senate by*
& large majority ?

I call attention to the vote in the House on May 21, 1874, 160 in the
affirmative for the admission of New Mexico and only 54 against it.
At that time New Mexico had not one-half of the population that it has
to-day, and that population was composed in about the same relative
proportions of whites and Mexicans.

In the RECORD which I hold in my hand I see in the House of Rep-
resentatives that the great objection to New Mexico is that the popu-
lation to-day is largely Mexican.

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. VEST. I ask for information why it is that, with this state of
facts, the conference report strikes ont New Mexico, with a population
to-day, according to the report of the governor of that Territory, of
175,000, twenty-odd thousand more than the ratio for a member of the
House of Representatives? I should like to know the reasons for that
thi

ng.

Mg. CULLOM. I shall not go into a discussion of the merits of that
question.

Mr. VEST. That is what we want to know.

Mr. CULLOM. Safficeit to say that, sofar as former votes in either
House of Congress are concerned, I do not think they ought to be counted
in our deliberations on the question of the admission of States to-day.

I desire tosay further that the Senator from Missouri, as well as every
other Senator, knows that there is a very great difference in the social
conditions and in the general situation of the Territory of New Mexico
and of the other Territories that are included in this bill. Whatever
the population of New Mexico may bej whether it be 150,000 or 175,000,
the Senator knows that a large share of the population of that Terri-
tory are what we call Mexicans, Spaniards, and that a very small por-
tion of the people of New Mexico to-day speak the English language
at all.

There are not over fifteen or twenty thousand people in that Terri-
tory, as I am informed by citizens of the Terrifory, who speak the En-
s]lish language or who are not Mexicans, as they are termed in contra-

i ion to Americans or to people of foreign birth.

But I will not discuss that subject further. I do not desire to open
up a general discussion of the question, because I think it very im-
portant that we shall pass this bill to-night.

I simply rose to say that it seemed to me that the importance of the
agreement to this conference report taking in these four Territories,
which everybody admits are not in any particular in a condition te be
questioned as to theirright to statehood, whether it be in pointof pop-
nlation, or in advancement in civilization, or in the development of
their Territories in any way, is such that as one of the conferees I did
not feel that I should be justified in standing out and refusing to eon-
sent to the propositions that were made and thereby postpone the ad-
mission of these Territories for another year or perhaps two years.

So that, so far as the question which has been suggested by the Sen-
ators from New Hampshire and from Massachusetts is concerned, it is
sufficient to say that there was a difference between the conferees of the
two Houses upon the question, and that I did not feel, for one, that that
difference ought to prevent an t and prevent the admission of
‘these Territories as States intothe Union. Therefore, so far as I was
concerned, I signed the report of the conference committee, and I hope
it will be adopted.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, as a member of the eonference on the

t of the Senate which has made this report now before the Senate,
think it proper to state my position in regard to it.

I was actuated very much by the motives which have just been al-
leged by the Senator from Connectient [ Mr. PLATT] and the Senator
from Illinois [Mr. CuLroM], and I think it due to frankness to state
that I signed the report with a great deal of reluctanee; not that I do
not believe that the four Territories embraced in this bill have all 1he
gualiﬂcations necessary for statehood, for I believe they are all quali-

ed in population, in intelligence, in resources, and in every other re-
spect; but there are some provisions of this bill which do not meet the
approbation of my judgment, one especially, which will be found in

e eighth section, to the effect that upon the report of the vote upon
the constitutions framed by these constitutional conventions anthor-
ized by this enabling act being certified to the President of the United
States, accompanied by a copy of the counstitutions adopted by that
vote, which shall in his judgment be republican in form, he shall
therenpon issue his proclamation, and the States shall then be regarded
as States in the Union by this act of Congress.

I have niways held, and I hold now, that the regnlar constitutional

method for the admission of States is, in the first place, to secure an

enabling act from Congress anthorizing the population of the Terri

proposed to be made into a State to vote onl:.?u question of a mnstti‘:;y-
tion, and having voted upon that question, before they shall be ad-
mitted the constitution soadopted a%ould be submitted to Congress for
its a.Fpmal. That has been my position, and it is now. I think it
wonld have been very much better if that could be done in this in-
stance; but, like the Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Con-
necticut, I did not feel justified in obstructing, if I could do so, the
passage of this bill, involving such vast interests to so many people of
this* country, and I therefore yielded that point with the distinct un-
derstanding that I do not admit, so far asI am eoncerned, that it shall
be regarded as a precedent. I therefore shounld like it to be understood
that all of the concessions made to secure the passage of this bill were
not made by our friends on the other gide of this Chamber. I think
that there was a spirit of concession on both sides in the interest of the
twh age of a bill which would admit these four Territories as States of

e Unon.

I differed with my friend from Illinois about New Mexico. I op-
posed the elimination of that part of the bill from it. I believe that
New Mexico is to-day gqualified to become a State in the American
Union. She has the population, she has the resources and all of th
elements, in my judgment, necessary to become a State in the Ameri-
can Union.

Mr. MORGAN. What was the objection to it?

Mr. BUTLER. The objection has just been stated by the Senator
from Illinois, that a very large portion of the population of New Mexico
were not of the Caucasian race, that a large majority of them were
Mexicans and Indians, that in very many of the schools of New Mexico
the English language was not taught, ete.

Mr. CULLOM. There are very few of them where it is taught.

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Illinois says very few. e had
not very definite information wpon that point, but I think from the
best information I could get there is a population of 175,000 in that
Territory, and, as I said awhile ago, they have all the necessary ele-
ments and qualifications to become a State, but, still hoping that jus-
tice would be done that Territory within a very short time, I gave thaf
up, and, as I say, relactantly signed this conference report. I did so
in obedience to that feeling which has been indicated, that this ques-
tion ought to be settled; that these people are entitled to be admitted
into the Union upon terms of equality with the other States of the
Union; and therefore, as T uy,e?made the concessions which I have
indicated.

In regard to the question of woman suffrage, it is due to my col-
leagues of the conference committee to say for them that that question
was presented earnestly by them for the eonsideration of the conference
and the proposition was rejected. For my part, I had no trouble in
putting my veto upon it, preferring to leave that question just where
it has been placed by the courts of the Territory of Washington, from
whose decision I understand an appeal has been taken to the Supreme
Court of the United States. I believe those people are justas competent
tosettle that questionastheSenate orthe Congressof the United States, .
and I prefer to leave it there. We provided that the gualifications for
voters as existing in those Territories should apply to those voting on
the constitution to be adopted.

I repeat that that provision of the bill which p
admit these Territories upon the preclamation of
United States does not meet my approval.

Mr. VEST,, Mr. President, I have received no other answer to the
question I put to these conferees except that the social conditions
in New Mexico are different from those in the other Territories men-
tioned in this report.

Mr. PLATT. Did I understand the Senator from Missouri to put
the question to me? .

i Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to the Senator answer-

g it. v

Mr, PLATT. My position about New Mexico is this: There was a
very great difference of opinion on that subject among the members of
the Senate and among the members of the House of Representatives;
there was no difference of opinion as to whether these four Territories
ought to come in as States, and to mix the question of New Mexico
with it was very likely toimperil the admission of the other Territories
at this Congress. That was my position on New Mexico, and the posi-
tion of others. ; v

Mr. VEST. That is hardly a fair answer to the question which I
propounded, nor is it a good answer, becanse it without saying
that, with almost a solid vote on this side of the mber in favor of
the admission of New Mexico, if a sufficient number of Republicans, or
even a very sinall number, could be found to favoer the adwission, the
fate of the bill wonld not have been endangered at all.

The only answer we get which amounts to an answer at all is that
the social conditions in New Mexico are such as to prevent or as should
have prevented the admission of that Territory ns a State. In 1874 the
conditions which are now paraded here as a reason for exclnding New
Mexico were much more strong upon that side of the question than to-
day. There was a larger Mexiean population, because it is a notorious
fact to every Western man at all aequainted with the Territory of New

practically to
e President of the
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Mexico that hundreds of peons, as they were called—the lower order
of Mexicans—have gone back into old Mexico, frightened by the ad-
vance of Anglo-Saxon civilization, and because they desired a homo-
geneity of language, institutions, religion, and race, which they found
amongst their own people.

In 1574 there were more Mexicans there than to-day and less white
people. Along the line of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé road,
where I went over the old Mexican trail when a boy, to-day towns are
springing up which rival in enterprise and wealth the towns in the
Western States—such as Albnquerque, Socorro; and old Santa Fé, that
used to be a collection of adobe houses, to-day is a thriving mart and
a commercial center for that vast area of country, with the white pop-
unlation steadily inecreasing, and American customs, habits, and ideas
have all advanced, while the effete and worn-out civilization of the In-
dians and the Aztecs and the Spaniards has gone backward and receded.
And yet, with thatold condition of things, the Republican party voted,
in 1874, 160 to 54 in favor of letting in this Territory with half the
population it has to-day, and the Senate voted in the same year 32-to
11, three to one in both instances, and afterwards by a large majority
in 1876 voted the same way.

Let us be perfectly frank with each other. Why shall we keep out
New Mexico? Why do you keep it out? Because in1874and in 1876
New Mexico was represented not only by a Republican Delegate, but
by one of the most active Republican partisans that has ever been
known in the history of this country, Hon. Stephen B. Elkins. That
was the condition of things in 1874 and 1876, and to-day New Mexico
is represented in the other House of Congress by a Democrat, and al-
though the Legislative Assembly of New Mexico is Republican to-day,
the Republican party here and in the other House of Congress are
afraid to risk the vote of the people.

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to inferrupé him a mo-
ment ?

Mr. VEST. Of course.

Mr. CULLOM. I want to say that, so far as I am concerned, the
question of the political or partisan status of the people of New Mexico
is a matter of no consideration in the decision of the question whether
the Territory shall be admitted as a State or not.

So far as shat Territory is concerned, while the Delegate happens to
be a Democrat, as I nnderstand, although I do not know him person-
ally, yet the truth is that the Legislature of the Territory is at least
two-thirds Republican.

Mr. VEST. I stated that.

Mr. CULLOM. I want tosay further that I have, so far as my ac-
tion is concerned, been influenced by statements from Demoerats and
Republicans of that Territory that the people of the Territory as abody
are not entitled, on account of the condition of affairs there, to admis-
sion as a State into this Union. .

I tried to avoid saying very much about the subject awhile ago, be-
cause I wanted to have the conference report disposed of, but evidence
has been furnished to me to the effect that there are very few schools
in that Territory where the English language is tanght, and men who
practice law there have told me that while they bave perhaps been at-
torneys in a thousand lawsuits they have never tried one withont the
necessity of using interpreters, because the officers of the courts, as well
as the witnesses in many instances, could not speak the English lan-

e,

S0 I might go on and give the reasons why I have not felt that it
was incombent upon me at this time to incumber this hill with the
question of the admission of New Mexico. When the time comes per-
haps the people of that Territory will be able to show a different situ-
ation, and I shall be as willing and as anxious as the Senator from
Missouri or anybody else to admit New Mexico when they show con-
ditions that seem to demand it.

Mr, VEST. Mr. President, so far as the courts in New Mexico are
concerned they are administered in Santa Fé and in Socorro just as
regularly and in accordance with the forms of law, just as much as in
any portion of the United States. They have a Mexican population
there and they had when the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo was made
between the United States and Mexico, in which the same rights were

rantied to the people occupying that soil as to the American eiti-
zens that might go there after the comsummation of that transfer.
About this there can be no sort of question.

Now, we are confronted with a race question here again, that these
people are Mexicans, and therefore they ought not to be permitted to
become citizens of the United States in a State of the Union.

Mr. President, when the negroes of the South—former slaves—who
had been mere chattels under a system that prevailed in those Btates
for years, were made citizens of the United States and given the right
to vote, we heard nothing then of this sensibility on the race question
which confronts us in thisargnment. Inthe Northwestern States there
are thousands of Scandinavians who can hardly read or write or speak
the English langnage, and yet they become citizens of the United States,
entitled to the same privileges with those of ns who were born upon
the soil. In Dakota thereare thousandsof them; and I have no doubt
they are a hardy, a thrifty, and an intelligent population.

No, Mr. President, let us understand this question. If we are to

admit these four Terrifories as States we should admit New Mexico,
and in common d and fairness, speaking here without disguise
as members of different political parties, we should stand the hazard
of the die hereafter in the votes to be had in those Territories.

For one I shall vote against this report and against this bill, and I
shall do it upon the ground that New Mexico has not been included
in this report, and I am neither afraid nor ashamed to say that I will
not consent to givewhat I believe an unjust and inequitable advantage
to the party opposed to that of which I am a member upon any such
flithsy*pretextas that a Territory that fourteen years ago, with a smaller
population and a larger proportion of Mexicans in it, was then fit for
admission into the Union and to-day, with all those reasons decreased,
it shall not be admitted at all.

My. BUTLER. Mr. President—

Mr. PLATT. I desire very much to have action upon this bill to-
night, and I rise for the purpose of asking if we can not take the vote
at this time.

Mr. BUTLER. Well, Mr. President, I am as anxions as the Senator
from Connecticut is. I simply wanied to state that, in acting upon
these measures for the admission of States into the Union, if I know
myself, I have not been actuated by political considerations. Inother
words, I could not object to the admission of a Territory as a State be-
cause rumor stated that the people of that Territory or a majority of
them differ with me in political opinion.

I think, sir, that the subject is too grave and serious and important
to be governed by such considerations. All of us more or less are, T
take it, sensible to such considerations, but, as I stated, I have not
permitted that question to influence my judgment at all, if from no
other reason than the very paramount oneof the vicissitndes of politics
in this country; and now that the great dividing question of slavery
has, as I believe and hope, been put behind us, I think that those
vicissitndes and changes will be more frequent in the future than in
the past, so that where a State or a community may be Republican
to-day or Democratic to-day it may be the reverse to-morrow or the
next year,

In regard to New Mexico, I do not eare now to ge into the discussion
of the reasons which in my judgment entitle her to admission into
the Union. I stated awhile ago briefly that I believe she ought to be
admitted into the Union. I believe that she ought to be in this bill,
and I so insisted until I apprehended that further insistence might
jeopardize the passage of the hill for the admission of these four Ter-
ritories as States. Then I yielded. When the proper time comes and
the proper occasion I trust I shall be found on the side of those who
favor the admission of New Mexico at as early a date as possible, and
I hope the Congress of the United States will at an early day extend
to the people of that Territory the same right that it now extends to
the people of North and South Dakota and Montana and Washington.

Mr. HARRIS. I rise for the purpose of making a motion that—

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to submit a very few remarks.

Mr. HARRIS. I will yield to the Senator from Alabama,

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. President, I shall vote for the conference re-
port, and in doing so I desire to make a statement which will explain
my reason for that vote.

I feel aggrieved that the Territory of New Mexico has not been in-
cluded in this bill. My impression is, my conviction is, that it has
been excluded, contrary to express treaty stipulationsin the treaty of
Guadalupe Hidalgo, because of the present political aspect of the peo-
ple of that Territory, and I think that is demonstrated, because I can
not conceive that the committee who have had this subject in charge
should have been forgetful of the ninth article of the ireaty of Gnada-
lupe Hidalgo and the protocol which followed it and which gave a
more emphatic explanation to it. I will read that ninth article:

The Mexicans who, in the territories aforesaid, shall not preserve the char-
acter of citizens of the Mexican Republie, conformably with what is stipulated
in the preceding article, shall be incorporated into the Union of the United States,
and be admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by the Congress of the United
States) to the en{o t of all the rights of citizens of the United States, necord-
ing to the principles of the Constitution; and in the mean time shall be main-
tained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty and property, and
secured in the free exercise of their religion without restriction,

There is a provision in faver of the Mexicans occupying that Terri-
tory, not in favor of the white people or the black people, buta declara-
tion in our treaty, made at the time we acquired the Territory, that
those people were entitled to be admitted into the American Union as
a State, with a Mexican population.

I have not heard it stated here, nor do I expect to hear it stated,
that those Mexicans are in any worse condition for admission into the
Union now than they were at the time that the treaty of Guadalupe
Hidalgo was ratified. I do not hear it stated, and I do not expect to
hear it stated, or to hear the attempt made to make the statement,
that in two years to come or five years to come or ten years to come
the condition of the Mexiean population will be so far bettered by con-
tact with our ideas and system of civilization and our language as that
they will then be entitled to admission into the Union.

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] has shown a decided vote on
the part of both Houses of Congress some years ago, in which they de-
clared by majorities approximating two-thirds of each House that the
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Mexicans were then entitled to admission into the American Union—
that is, that their social condition, their political condition, their ad-
vancement in intelligence and in the arts of civilization, were at that
time sufficient to justify and require the execution of this provision of
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo.

Now, the Mexican citizens of the United States, made such by re-
maining in this Territory after the adoption of that article, have a just
cause o%griemnm against the Congress of the United States.

‘When they claim to come in and have the numbers equivalent to
those in other Territories, and the facilities of commercial operations
and of agricultural development equal to those, they have a just and
reasonable cause of grievance against this Government; which caunse of
grievance is concentrated in the fact that we in excluding them vio-
Iate a positive agreement made with them by treaty when they came
into this country. They had the option under this treaty of Guada-
lupe Hidalgo in articles preceding the one Ihave justread—Article VIII
and other articles—to remain in the United States, assuming citizen-
ship here, or to return to Mexico. They chose to remainin the United
States in that part of the territory that we acquired, and they re-
mained under the gunaranty of this article which I have just read.

The Mexican Government finding that we had made a suppression
of a partof Article IX asit wasoriginally prepared, agreed with us upon
a protocol, which was an explanation of that, in which it is said:

First. The American Governmentby suppressing the ninth article of the treaty
of Guadalupe Hidalgo and substituting the third article of the treaty of Louis-
iana, did not intend to diminish in any way what was agreed upon by the afore-
said Article IX in favor of the inhabitants of the territories ceded by Mexico.

There was a solemn and positive reiteration of the engagement that
we had made originally with Mexico, into which engagement we had
interpolated with their consent the third article of the treaty of ces-
sion of Louisiana, an article under which the State of Louisiana had
the right to be admitted into the Union and was admitted into the
Union.

Now, Mr. President, we hear it stated to-day in terms not exactly
open and full and free, but still unmistakable, that the reason why
New Mexico was not included in this bill was the condition of her popu-
lation. It is said that they do not have American schools there and
that the English language is not taught in their schools. Theseare the
objections, and all that I have heard against the incorporation of the
Mexicans, who are mentioned in this treaty as being entitled to state-
hood, in this bill admitting new States into the American Union.

That presents sharply and without any possibility of misunderstand-
ing the proposition that the Mexicans are excluded from this bill be-
cause they are Mexicans; and yet here is the ranty in the ninth
article of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, which says they shall come
into the Union because they are Mexicans. Being Mexicans, and our
country having acquired this area of territory with that population, we
expressly stipulated with them as Mexicans, first, that they shall have
the right of citizenship; next, that they shall be admitted as Mexicans
into the American Union. I do think, sir, this is pressing the race
question to a very singular extent, that we shall not only exclude them
because they are Mexicans, but we shall do so in the face of the fact
that we agreed when the treaty was made acquiring this territory that
they shounld come in, being Mexicans and having been treated with in
that very character and capacity.

I look hopelessly forward to the time when the Territory of New
Mexico can come in, unless some Senator or some other person can
point ont a means by which we are to drive the Mexican population
out of that Territory. They are there by our consent and agreement;
they are there with these fixed treaty rights; they are there under the
solemn pledge of the United States Government that they shall have
statehood, and yet we are to allow this Territory to remain out of the
Union, with quite enough population to make a State, until some
future period of time when Congress shall give its consent or shall
come to the belief that these people have so far reformed in their blood
and race and in their language as that they can be admitted safely into
the American Union.

If there had been an equal number of negroes in the Territory of
New Mexico todisplace that number of Mexicans, conld we resist their
coming in as an American State? Would we raise the race question
upon negroes if they were there? Not by any means. We raise race
questions on Chinese and race questions on Mexicans, but we never
raise race questions on the negroes. .

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ?

Mr, MORGAN, Yes, sir.

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask that Senator if the question, shall negro
majorities rule, is not a race question raised on the negro? »

Mr, MORGAN, I did not hear the question.

Mr. HOAR. I asked that Senator if the question, shall negro ma-
Jjorities rule, be not a race question raised upon the negro?

Mr. MORGAN. Well, that may be. It happens to be, however, a
question not raised by the Republicans. The Republicans raise race
questions on Mexicans and race questions on Chinese, and it is not ex-
actly logical perhaps not to raise a race question on the negroes. They
differ from us quite as much as the Chinese. Why do you raise race
questions here in this Senate upon this bill, and why do you violate

your treaty to do it, the solemn compact of your Government made
with Mexicans, and then turn around and twit me with the question
whether I would exclude negroes on race grounds ?

It is easy enougn to be charitable to one’sown infirmities; it is easy
enough to warm to your own sins and your own shortcomings, Thank
God, there is still & scrutiny in the eye of impartial mankind to weigh
the conduct and sentiments of men, not by what they think of them-
selves, but by what they are thoughtof in the light of justice and truth,
If these Mexicans had had the misfortune to be Republicans they wonld
have been in this bill, and this treaty would have stood up then for
their admission into the American Union as a solemn guaranty which
would have been obeyed on the other side of this Chamber. But hap-
pening to be Democrats, as the negroes are supposed and believed to
be Republicans, the distinction of race disappears in one case and i§
made prominent and bold and powerful in the other, and that race dis-
tinction is made so prominent and so bold and so distinet that we vio-
%‘telo our public pledges in this treaty in order to keep them out of the

nion,

I stated that I should vote for this bill. I admit that injustice has
been practiced in it. The situation is one of extreme injustice and
one that I dislike very seriously indeed, but I conceive it to be my duty
to vote for the admission of any Territory into the Union without refer-
ence to race, politics, or any other question concerned in it, when the
lawful citizenship of that Territory is adequate to representation in the
other House of Congress and when the development of that Territory
has established the fact that the State, when admitted into the Union,
can take care of itself, that its population is not likely to dwindle as
some States of this Union have dwindled that we have admitted here,
but islikely to be progressive and increasing. When such a State comes
for admission into the American Union I will vote for it whenever it pre-
sents a constitution in conformity with the Constitution of the United
States, that represents truly the right of local self-government in the
organie law.

I am not to be prohibited from voting to admit a State in the Union
because other Senators can find pretexts upon whiqh to exclude a popu-
lation that is entitled to come and have o Senator sit upon this floor.
What they choose to do in keeping a State out is no argnment for me'
in respect to my vote for the admission of a State, I vote for these
four other Territories to come in as States because I am satisfied that'
each one of them is properly prepared in population and civil develop-,
ment for statehood. I should vote most cheerfully to execute the com-
pact between ourselves and Mexicoand these Mexican people and admit
the Territory of New Mexico, but, under the doctrines which have
been stated here to-day and the pretexts which have been resorted to
to keep this Territory out of the Union, Ido not foresee the day when
New Mexico will become a State of the American Union.

Mr. HARRIS. I nfove that the Senate proceed to the consideration
of executive business,

g Mg. PLATT. May I appeal to the Senator to withdraw that mo-
101)1 4

Mr. HARRIS. If we can come to a vote without further debate I
will withdraw the motion for that purpose.

Mr. PLATT. Let the vote be taken now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question
on concurring in the report of the committee of conference?

Mr, BEOWN. I wish to say a single word before the vote is taken.
I will not {ake two minuntes.

This is an omnibus bill to admit four Republican States into the
Union. The Territory of New Mexico, which would certainly make
a Democratic State if admitted, is excluded, I think, for political con-
siderations. I shall therefore vote against the report, because I think
it is unfair and unjust.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the
report of the committee of conference.

Mr, COCKRELL. I will not call for the yeasand nays; but I desire
to state that I will vote against the adoption of the conference report and
the passage of this bill.

Th:- PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on econcurring in the
repor

The report was concurred in.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendments to the
bill (8. 2511) to provide for the disposal of certain public lands of the
United States under the provisions of the homestead laws only, agreed
to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the .
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. PAYSON,
and Mr. McRAE the managers of the conference on the part of the
House.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed
the enrolled bill (8. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and
Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the
direct tax levied by act of Congress approved August 5, 1861; and it
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore.
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LORD SACKVILLE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following
‘message from the President of the United States; which was read, and
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations:

To the Senate and House of REepresenlatives:
I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, of this day’s date, with
accompanying correspondence touching the case of Lord SBackville.
GROVER CLEVELAND.
ExecuTive MAXsION,
Washington, February 20, 1859,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communi-
cation from the Secretary of War of this date submitting an estimate
for an appropriation of $500 for furnishing and maintaining the lodge at
the Washington monument; which was referred to the Committee on
Appropriations.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, Ertld

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re-
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment:

A bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Mrs. Lonisa H. Hasell; and
* A bill £H. R. 3765) for the relief of James Devine.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H.
RR. 11007) for the relief of the Catholic Church at Macon City, Mo., re-
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill
(H. R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, of St.
Joseph, Mo., reported it with an amendment.

ADDITIONAL BILL INTRODUCED.

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (8. 3983) to enable the inhabitants of
the town of Junean, Alaska, to obtain title to the lotsimproved by them
in said town; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Public Lands.

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL.

Mr. EVARTS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION,

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideratio=
of executive business.

Mr. ALLISON. Pending that, T move that the Senate do now ad-
ourn.

: Mr, HARRIS. On which motion I demand the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the motion to adjourn the Sen-
ator from Tennessee asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the
Journal.

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator desires for any special purpose an
executive session at this hour I will not insist on my motion.

Mr. HARRIS. My purpose is purely general and not special.

Mr. ALLISON. Well, then, I must insist on my motion.

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. The Senator from Tenuessee asks
upon the question of adjournment that the yeas and nays may be en-
tered on the Journal.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called).
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, CHACE].

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with
the junior Sevator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY], or I should vote
1lm ‘)!

Mr, SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired with the
Senator from Delaware [ Mr- SAULSBURY].

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the
senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gissox], but I transfer that pair
to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs], and I vote “* yea.”

The roll-call was concluded.

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired
generally with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. He
i3 absent from the Chamber and I inadvertently voted. .I ask leave to
withdraw my vote.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
draws his vote.

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). I am generally
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], and gen-
erally vote with him on this proposition and generally in the affirma-
tive. Ithink perhaps I had better withdraw my vote.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina
withdraws his vote.

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative).
ihe junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] has voted?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded.

Mr. CULLOM. Then I suppose I ought to withdraw my vote, as I
am paired with him.

The PRESIDENT protempore. 'The Senator from Illinois withdraws
his vote.

Iam paired with the

The Senator from Wisconsin with-

I inquire if

Mr. HARRIS., I am requested to announce that the Senator from
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is paired with the Senator from Ne-
braska [Mr. MANDERSON ]

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] is
paired with my colleague [ Mr. BowEN].

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 11; as follows:

YEAS—19,
Aldrich, Davis, Hawley, Morrill,*
Allison, Dolph, Hearst, Platt,
Blair, Evarts, Hoar, Stewart,
Brown, Frye, Ingal Teller.
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell,
NAYSIL
Bate, Coke, Harris, Reagan,
Call, Daniel, Morgan, Turpie.
Cockrell, Gorman, Ransom,
ABSENT—46.
Beck, Eustis Manderson, Sherman,
Be:‘r:{, Farweh. Paddock, Spooner,
o SR T TS
e eorge, co Stock e,
Bowen, Glhson: Payne, Vance,
Butler, Gray, Plumb, Vest,
Cameron, Hampton, Pugh, Voorhees.
Chace, Hiscock, Quay, Walthall,
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, Wilson of Towa,
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, Wilson of Md.
wes, Kenna, Saulsbury,
Edmunds, McPherson, Sawyer,

So the motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 22 minutes p. m,)
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 21, 1889,
at 12 o'clock m.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
WEDNESDAY, February 20, 1889.

The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W.
H. M1LBURN, D. D.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved,

CORRECTION. :

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to have a correction made in
the RECORD and to make a brief statement in connection therewith.
In the REcorD of Saturday last, containing the report of Friday’s pro-
ceedings, I am recorded as having voted to instruct the committee of
conference on the bill in relation to the admission of the Territories,
The facts are that at that time I was absent from the city with leave,
at my home in Georgia, and of course could not have voted. Had I
been present I would have voted against that instruction and against
all the other propositions instructing that committee. I was paired
with the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN ] on all political ques-
tions, and I desire to state in his behalf that while he voted he did so
inadvertently, not regarding the proposition voted npon as of a politi-
cal character. Had he so regarded it he certainly would not have
voted.

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. The Chair will also
canse the Journal to be examined, and, if there be no objection, any
error found there will be corrected.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. CRISP. I rigse to a question of privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please withhold that until the
Chair lays before the House certain hills, in compliance with the rule,

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the unfinished con-
ference report that was under discussion yesterday.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to call itup at this time?

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will with-
hold his motion so as to allow the Chair to lay the Senate bills before
the Hounse.

Mr. REED. No; let us have it now.

Mr. CASWELL. I can not yield.

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman had better allow that to be done.

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin
to withhold his motion until I can make a report, which will oceupy
hardly any time. ;

Several MEMBERS. Regular order.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I call up-the contested-election case of
Sullivan vs. Felton. -

CONFERENCE REPORT ON DIRECT-TAX BILL.

The SPEAKER. The regular order isdemanded. Under the rules
of the House, the conference report, the Chair thinks, has precedence
over all other business.

Mr. CRISP. Is it privileged over a contested-election case ?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is under the rules. While
the question of” the right of a member to his seat is a question of the
highest privilege under the Constitution, yet the Constitution itself
provides that the House may make rules for the government of its own'
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proceedings, and the House has made rules under which a conference
report is in order at all times except while the Journal is being read,
while the yeas and nays are being taken, or while the House is divid-
ing. This, the Chair thinks, gives it a higher privilege, and the only
way to avoid it is to raise the question of consideration.

Mr. CRISP. Then I raisethe question of consideration. I am will-
ing to give way for the necessary appropriation bills; but for nothing
else

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin to allow
reports to be presented.

The SPEAKER. That request has already been made and the gen-
tleman has declined to do so. The question is, will the House now
proceed to the consideration of the conference report on the bill known
as the direct-tax bill? :

Mr. CASWELL. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—
yeas 135, nays 93, not voting 94; as follows:

YEAS—135,
Adams, - Dingley, Lehlbach, Russell, Conn.
Allen, Mich., Dorsey, Lind, Rusk,
Anderson, lowa Dunham, Lodge, Ryan,
Anderson, Kans, Elliott, Long, Sawyer,
Atkinson, Farquhar, Mansur, ull,
Baker, Il Finley, Mason, ney,
Bayne, Flood, DMatson, Seymour,
Bingham, Fuller, McCOlammy, AW,
Bland, Gallinger, MeCormick, Sherman,
Bliss, Gear, McKenna, Simmons,
Boothman, Gest, McKinley, Spooner,
Bound Grosvenor, Merriman, Stephenson,
Boutelle, Grout, Milliken, Stewart, V.
Bowden, Guenther, Moffitt, Struble,
Brewer, Haugen, Morrill, Taulbee,
Brower, Hayden Nelson, Taylor, B B., Ohio
Browne, T.H.B.,Va. Hem hﬂ], Nichols, Taylor, J. D., Ohio
Browne, Ind, Henderson, JTowa ©O'Donnell, Thomas, Ky.
Brown, J.R., Va. Hermann, O'Fe: i Thomas, Wis.
Buchanan, jestand, O’ Neill, Pa. Thompson, Ohio
Burrows, Hires, Osborne, Thompson, Cal,
Butterworth;, Hitt, Owen, Townshend,
Caswell, Holman, Parker, Turner,
Cheadle, Hopkins, I, Patton, Vandever,
Clark, Hopkins, N. Y, Perkins, - ‘Warner,
Compton, udd, Peters, Weber,
Conger, Hunter, FPhelps, est,

:: Jackson, Plumb, White, Ind.
Crouse, Johnston, Ind, Posey, White, N. ¥.
Cutcheon, ean, ey, Wickham,
Darlington, = Reed, ilkinson,

via, Kennedy, Rice, se,
De Lano, Laidlaw, Romeis, Yardley.
ibble, La Rowell,
NAYS—03.
Abbott, 4 Lawler, Rowland,
oo, M. | Do Ak | Ty ,
Anderson, 11l Davidson, Fla. Maish, Sayers,
Bacon, Dockery, Scott,
Bankhead, Dunn, McAdoo, Smith,
Barnes, Enloe, -~ MecCreary, Spinola,
Blanchard, French, MeKinney, Stewart, Tex.
Blount, Glass, MeMillin, Stewart, Ga.
Breckinridge, Ark, Glover, McRae, Stockdale,
Breckin Ky. Grimes, Mills, Stone, ﬁy.
Campbell, F,,N. Y. Hall, Montgomery, Stone, Mo.
Cam| ,T.J.,N.Y.Hatch, Moore, Tarsney,
Candler, Hayes, Morgan, Tillman,
Caruth, Hooker, Morse, Tracey,
Catchings, Hopkins, Va. - Norwood, Turner, Ga.
Chipman, Howard, 5 Vance,
Clardy, Hutton, O’ Neall, Ind. Walker,
Clements, Johnston, N. C. Outhwaite, Weaver,
bb, .{a:]ms. 2 1, Whlet?’“.lﬁub.
. gore, ‘enington, iting,
Cowles, Pideock, &Y
Crieg g Tichardao
Crisp, {9 L n,
Cummings, ]‘ﬁﬁhﬁm. Rogers,
NOT VOTING—94.
Allen, Mass, Dalzell, Holmes, Randall,
Allen, Miss, Davenport, Houlk, Robe
Arnold, Doungherty, Kerr, Rockwell,
Baker, N. Y, Ermentrout, Ketcham, Shively,
Barry, Felton, Laffoon, Snyder,
]];leiqlen. Fll-hFl l.eI:,r' }a_f‘;lle% 8 ﬂgen.
iggs, Laird, pringer,
Bowen, Foran, Lee, Stahlnecker,
Brown, Ohio Ford, Lyman, Bteele,
Brumm, Forney, Macdonald, ) "
Bryce, Funston, Mailett, omas, Il
Buckalew, nes, Mahoney, ade,
Bunnell, Gay, Mccamngb ashington,
Burnetk, Gibson, McCullogh, Whiting, Miss,
Butler, Goff, MecS| = orne,
ynum, Granger, Morrow, Wilber,
: , Ohio Greenman, Neal, Wilkins,
Can Newton, Williams
Carlton, er, Nutting, ‘Wilson, W. Va.
rokra:l:i H:d - P, O'Neill, Mo. ;P‘ogd
1 Wi lerson, N. Payson, oder,
Collins, : o Tk Perry, Yost.
Orain, erbert, Phelan, =
[ 3 Y / Post,

fo the House determined to consider the conference report.

Mr. CANNON (after the Clerk had concluded the second roll-call).
Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote.

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Honse when his name
was called ? - o

Mr. CANNON. I wasabsent on a conference committee until after
my name was called on the second roll-call.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the practice the gen-
tleman ean not vote. He can state how he wonld have voted.

I\ELCAN NON. I will submit to the Chair, if the Chair will allow
me

The SPEAKER. The Housewill come to order. The Chair desires
to hear what the gentleman from Illinois has to say.

Mr. CANN ON. As the letter of the rule has very properly been re-
laxed so as to permit a member to vote after the conclusion of the roll-
call if he was in the Hall when his name was called, is it not equally
proper that the literal terms of the rule shonld be relaxed so as to per-
mit a member to vote who was absent on a conference committee, prac-
tically by order of the House, attending to the business of the Honse?

Mr. HOOKER. I ean not hear what the gentleman says.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has appealed to gentlemen on the floor
to preserve order so that the gentleman from Illinois may be heard.

Mr. CANNON. I will state my point again by way of inquiry of+
the Chair, As the rule has been so far relaxed as to permit a member
to vote after the conclusion of the roll-call, provided he was in the Hall
when his name was called, shonld not the rule with equal propriety
be further relaxed so as to permita member to vote who, when his name
was called, was absent attending to his duty as a member of a confer-
ence committee, practically by order of the House? In this caseisthere
not equal reason for a relaxation of the terms of .the rule?

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not really see that there is any
difference between the two cases. According to the letter of the rule
no member can vote, nor can the Speaker entertain a request for unan-
imous consent that the member be allowed to vote, after the comple-
tion of the second roll-call; but inasmuch as there is at all times more
or less noise on the floor and it frequently happens that a gentleman
fails to hear his name ealled or the Clerk fails to hear his response, it
was thought to be manifestly nunjust that a member should be de-
prived of his yote under such circumstances. Now, if the House sees
proper to perfit a still further relaxation of the terms of the rule and
decides that a member absent on a conference committee can vote after
the conclusion of the second roll-call, of course—

Mr. HOOKER. Then we sball have members voting who were ab-
sent on any account, so that we might as well do away with ihe rule
altogether.

Mr. CANNON. Not at all; the cases do not run together. .

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman’s vote on this
roll-callis not necessary as affecting the result; and inasmuchasit might
lead to a very great inconvenience if there should be a still further re-
laxation of the rule, the Chair thinks the gentleman had better content
himself with stating how he would have voted.

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. CANNON). How would you vote?

Mr. CANNON. I do not care about that; I am ready to vote.
[Laughter. ]

Mr. MASON. I desire to ask that my colleague from Illinois, Mr,
PAvsoxN, be excused on account of sickness.

There being no ohjection, Mr. PAYS0N was excused.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow]
asks to be excused on account of important business, and the gentle-
man from Louisiana [ Mr. NEWTON] on account of sickness. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and these gentlemen are excused.

Mr. GAINES. I desire to vote.

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall when his name
was called ?

Mr. GAINES. I was not.

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the gentleman’s re-
quest.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McCoxas] be excused indefinitely, on
account of sickness. f

There being no objection, Mr. McCoMAS was excosed.

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read-
ing of the names.

Mr. WHEELER. I object.

The Clerk recapitulated the names.

The following members were announced as paired until further notice:

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. NUTTING.

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BUNNELL.

Mr. BigGs with Mr. MoRrROW.

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. GoFF.

Mr. ForDp with Mr. GUENTHER.

Mr. BARRY with Mr. YosT.

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER.

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN,

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD.

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BowEN.

Mr. NEAL with Mr, HoUE.
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Mr. CoLniNs with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts.

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio.

Mr. GROSVENOR. While I am paired generally with my eolleague
from Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL], I desire to state that if he were present I
understand he would vote on this guestion as I do; and therefore L
have voted “‘ay."’

For this day:

Mr. BRYCE with Mr. KETCHAM.

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. BAKER, of New York.

Mr. LEE with Mr. DALZELL,

Mr. HERBERT with Mr, HARMER.

Mr. WiLKINS with Mr. McCoMAs.

Mr. NEwTON with Mr. BELDEN.

On this vote:

Mr. SowpEN with Mr. WADE.

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. HENDEBSON, of Illinois.

Mr. FORNEY wmh Mr. Frrcu.

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. WILLIAMS.

Mr. BLAND (having voted in the negative) changed his vote imme-
diately before the announcement of the result from ‘‘no’’ to “‘ay.”
The vote was announced as above stated.

Mr. BLAND. I move to reconsider the vote just taken.

Mr. KELLEY. I move to lay themotion toreconsider on the table.

Mr. TATLBEE. Mr. Speaker, I understand the objection will be
withdrawn to the request I made a moment ago to submit this report,
and I now ask unanimous consent——

Mr. DIBBLE. lar order.

Mr. TAULBEE. is simply a report to be submitted for print-
ing; it will lead to no discussion.

Mr. CASWELL. I understand that this is mnply tomake an order
to print the report, and individually I have no objection.

The SPEAKER. But the regular order has been demanded by the

tleman from South Carolina.

Mr. DIBBLE. Isitin order to move to reconsider a motion on re-
consideration?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so.

; l’J).;he question is on the motion to lay the motion to reconsider onthe
able,

The guestion was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 90,
noes 20.

Mr. BLAND. No quorum.

Mr. CASWELL. I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas
160, nays 76, not voting 86; as follows: :

YEAS—160,
Adams, Davis, La Follette, Romeis,
Allen, Mich, De Lano, Laidlaw, Rowell,
Anderson, Tows Dibble, mhlmh " Rowland,
Anderson, Miss. Dingley, Lel .
Anderson, Kana. Dorsey, Lind, Rusk,
Atkinson, Dranham, Lodge, Ryan,
Baker, N. Y. Farqubar, Long, Sawyer,
Baker, I1l. ey, Maedonald,
Bayne, Mansur, Seney,
I‘?:fh m ¢ Sherman,
thman, .
Bound MeClammy, Simmons,
ie, Gaines, MeCormicl, Sowden,
Bowden, Gallinger, MceKenna, Spooner,
b Gost, el Stopha
rewer, y £NS0T,
Brower, Grosvenor, Milliken, Stewart, Vt.
Browne,T.H.B.,Va. Grou Moffitt, Taylor, E. B., Ohio
Browne, Ind. Guen z Morrill, Taylor,J. D., Ohio
Brown, Ohio Haun Nelson, Thomas, K Iy.
Brown,J.R.,.Va. Hay en, Nichols, Thomas, T1l.
Buchanan, Henderson,Iowa Oates, Thomas, Wis.
Burrows, Henderson, 1L O’ Donnell, Thompson, Ohio
Butterworth, Hermann, O'Ferrall, Thompson, Cal.
Campbell, F., N.Y. Hi O’Neill, Pa. Tillman,
Campbell,T.J.,N.¥.Hires, O'Neill, Mo. To
Cannon, Hitt, Osborne, Turner, Kans,
Caswell, Outhwaite, >
Chud.le, Holmes, Owen, Warner,
Gh.ipmn.n. Hopkins, III. Parker, Weber,
Clark, Hopkins, N, Y, Patton, West,
Oopw‘ll. Hudd, Peel, White, Ind.
Compton, Hunter, Perkins, ‘White, N. Y,
Conger, Hutton, Peters, Wickham,
Cocper, Johnston, Ind, Pideock, Wilber,
Kean, Plumb, Wilkinson,
Cutcheon, Kaliey Posey, Wilson, Minn,
Dalzell, Knnnaay‘ Puy Y, Wise, "
Darlington, Reed, Woodburn,
Davenport, Ketdxm. Rice, Yaxdley.
NAYS 78,
Allen, Miss. Candler, Cummings, Glover,
Anderson, Il Caruth, y Grimes,
Bacon, Catchings, Da Ala, Hall,
Barnes, Clardy, Davidson, Fla,
Blanchard, Clements, Dockery, Hal
lar Cobly, Dunn, Hayes,
Bmkinr!dg«.‘. Ark. Cothran, Foran, Henderson, N. C.
Breckinridge, Ky. Cowles, Forney, 3
Buckalew, Cox, Fren Hopkins, Va.
Bynum, Crisp, Gla&, Howard,

Johunston, N, C. MecKinney, Rayner, Stone, Ky.
Jones, MeMillin, Rogers, Stone, Mz.
Latfoon, McRae, Russell, Mass, Tarsney,
Lagan, ills, T3, Taul
Lanham, Montgomery, Turner, Ga.
Lawler, Moore, Shively, Vance,

o Morgan, Stewnrt, Tex, Walker,
aisly, N Stewart, Ga. ler,
artin, Penington, Stockdale, ‘Wilson, W. Va.

NOT VOTING—8s.
Abbott, Lyman, Rockwell,
Allen, Mass, Ermentront, Maffett, Wy
Arnold, Felton, Mahoney, Smith,
ead, Fishmde‘r, ﬁm\dw. Snyder,
»

Belden, Gay, MeC Springer,
Bi Gibson, McCullogh,
Bl n MeShane, Struble,
Blount, G . Morrow, Symes,
Brumm, Greenman, Morse, Tracey,

ce, Harmer, Neal, Wade,
Bunnell, Heard, Newton, Washington,
Burne Hemphill, Nutting, Weaver,
Butler, Herbert, O’Neall, Ind, Whiting, Mich,
Campbell, Ohio Hogg, ‘Whiting, Mass,
Carlton, Houk, Perry, ‘Whitthorne,
Coelcran, Jackson, Phelan, Wilkins,
Collins, Kilgore, Phelps, Williams,
Crain, Laird, Post, Yoder,
Culb L d Randall, Yost.
Dougherty, ne, Richardson,
Ellioit, Lee, Robertson,

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the table.

On motion of Mr. CABWELL, by unanimous eonsent, the reading of
the names was

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Epeaker, I would like to record my vote on this

question.

The SPEAKER. The Chair ean not entertain the request of the
gentleman if he was not immediately in the Hall when his name was
called.

Mr. ENLOE. I wastemporarily absent.

The following additional pair was announced:

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. WiLLIANMS, on this vote.

The vote was then announced as above recorded.

Mr. CASWELL. Inowdemand thepreviousquestion onthe adoption
of the report, as I presume there is no disposition to debate it

Mr. OATES. I think the gentleman had better not demand the pre-
vious question at this time.

Mr. CASWELL. Very well, I am perfectly content if the gentle-
man desires to be heard. How muech time does the gentleman want?

Mr. OATES. I will take the floor in my own right if the Chair
will recognize me and the gentleman does not wish to occupy it at
present.

Mr. CASWELL. Ireserve my fime, and asthe gentleman from Ala-
bama desires to be recognized in his own right I presume he will be

itted to occupy the floor for an hour.

The SPEAKER. The Chairrecognizes the gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. OATES. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. STEWART].

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I am not presumptuous
&;ﬁ!g:dto bd:mthntth:hr:md of anyl;ymemyh&:of;.hm House mthb;

o to vote against measure an ma at
time, and I would not feel inckned to trespun::guutheylmthmtmof
the House at all had I not discovered this that the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. GrRosvENOR] had published in the RECORD a sperch
made upon this bill when it wasunder consideration in the House at a
previousday. I had elaimed theattention of the House at that time, and
had submifted some remarks upon the constitutional question involved
in the bill, to which the gentleman from Ohio replied. - He then
to attribute to me and charge againsé the seetion of the country that
I have the honor in part to represent views whieh neither I nor they
entertained, and donet now entertain; and I hardly can conceive of any-
thing more unfair in honorable debate than for one member to at-
tribute to his adversary a feigned issue and then reply to if.

Mr. ROGERS. In a written speech.

. Mr.STEWART, of Georgia. Now, Mr. Speaker, thisspeech has been
withheld from publication until yesterday. I have no comment to
make upon that, as the gentleman seems to have printed three speeches
| on yesterday, asif not being satisfied with firing with a double-barrel he
was firing in platoons. I desire only to say that when I addressed the
House before on this question I did not, by word or sentiment or sen-
tence, endeavor, in the slightest degree, to produce any irritation be-
tween the sections, I now protest most solemnly against the issue the
tleman has sought to raise and against me, for I here declare
that I know it to be a truth that the South favors fraternity of feeling,
desires more good feeling and less acrimony. But I want to say to the
.gentleman, that when he arraigns me with s0 much seeming emphasis,
never again while I have the honor, as he says, to represent a part of
the Southern eountry should I raise it, or raise the sectional issue, I
reply I did not raise and do not desire to raise it; but I want to warn
him, standing here to-day and desiring fraternity of feeling, that he
may understand the South is here to observe all constitutional require-

ments, to obey the law, and, if need be, to defend the flag.
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I want to say, and I say it with measured words, that under the
threat made by the gentleman the South is not here, thank God, to
make apologies. I hope that the gentleman may realize that his threat
is impotent, and feel that we are here to observe our oaths of office,
and that he can not warn us to keep silent, nor can he warn us to ob-
serve rules that he may dictate. We will be answerable alone to our
God and our consciences and the oaths we have taken, although he
may feel that he can raise hisarm and say to members on this floor
.that their conduct is dishonorable, and that they seek to raise an issue
that once unhappily divided this country. Now, I say as a Southern
man I do not desire it; I did not raise it; and when the gentleman
says, ‘I will warn the gentleman from Georgia never again to introduce
while he has the honor tobe a member of Congress upon this floor this
question,” I did not introduce it, nor am I to be deterred from what
I believe is right through word or sentence or warning from the gentle-
man from Ohio. And I again protest, influenced by a proper feeling
and sentiment of fraternity, that brotherly love, good-will, and united
effort may measure our conduct hereafter. Still I protest, and tell the

ntleman that these warnings will not frighten members upon this

oor, I want him to understand that we are not here under a threat,
as suppliants on our knees, thank God; nor can the gentleman become
the accuser, the court, and jury to try us. All we have done in the
past has gone into history, and we have the consciousness of knowing
that we can leave our conduct to the unbiased judgment of mankind,
_ notwithstanding the threat of the gentleman that we are never to raise
any question of this kind. I simply desire to emphasize and in meas-
ured words to say here that I protest against it. But let the gentle-
man learn that neither by entreaty nor by threat can he bring that
section to which he points rather with the finger of scorn assuppliants
upon their knees. We have no apologies to make, but leave our con-
duct to the unbiased judgment of a grateful people.

Mr, OATES. I yield gve minutes to the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. BLAND].

Mr. BLAND. I object to this bill, first, because I believe we have
no legitimate authority under a proper construetion of the Constitution
to pass it. But waiving that point, Mr. Speaker, there are many other
reasons why I consider it an obnoxious bill, notwithstanding the fact
that the State I have the honor in part to represent will be a benefici-
ary to over $600,000 of this money; yet, sir, I am not unmindful of the
fact that in order to refund again this tax the people of my Common-
wealth will be called upon under the present onerous system of tariff
taxation, not only to pay the $600,000 back to the Federal Government,
but four or five times that amount into the pockets of tariff monopolists.
‘Whatever may be said, Mr. Speaker, /in regard to the mode of col-
lecting this tax, it was at least a tax upon the wealth of the country,
and paid upon property and in proportion to wealth.

Without going into a discussion of the question as to whether a di-
rect tax would be a more just tax than a tariff tax. even, laid for reve-
nue purposes only, yet sir, when it is conceded in our present condition
that we will not be permitted to have tariff taxation for revenune pur-
poses, or revenue purposes only, and when funds derived from private
parties and private corporations and monopolists of this country have
been used unstintedly for the purpose of preventing honest taxation
for revenue and revenue only, when in the coming Congress, as well
as in the Senate of this Congress, Mr. Speaker, we are bound down by
a rule of taxation that gives $5 for private purposes and private aggran-
dizement where one goes into the Federal Treasury; inasmuch as this
bill is intended to distribute and squander the money in the Treasury,
in order to lay the foundation for the necessity for continuing this
onerous, dishonest system, I want to enter my protest, not only against
the principle of the bill under the Constitution, but the policy that has
dictated it in both Houses of Congress.

Mr. Speaker, we have a bonded debt of over $700,000,000, and I
would prefer this money to be appropriated in the extingnishment of
that debt instead of reappropriating it to the States in order to make
the necessity for higher tariff or higher taxation in order to bring it
back into the Federal Treasury again. I do not know in the history
of our country when a proposition was ever made for the distribution
of the surplus in the Treasury when we had a national debt on which
it could be paid with advantage.

The time is fast approaching, Mr. Speaker, when the 4} per cent.
bonds will be due, and even at the rate of purchase to-day of the 4}
and 4 per cent. bonds it would be better financial policy in the Govern-
ment to pay off these bonds than to distribute this money among the
States; for sooner or later, in order to pay this public debt, this tax
must be re-collected. This bill distributes over $17,000,000, of which
Missouri gets only about $600,000. Of this sum of §17,000,000 we
get nothing compared to the burden that will be imposed upon us by
a protective tariff in order to get the money back into the Treasury
again, as we will be compelled to do. The bill is a frand upon the,
people of my State. In the short space of five minutes I have not the

time to go into all these questions, and I have simplysought this occa-
sion to present in an imperfect manner my objections to the passage of
this bill.

Mr. OATES. I reserve the balance of my time,

Mr. CASWELL. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR].

. Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not desire to consume any of the valuable
time of this Congress in replying to an attack, or a eriticism, or a re-
view, or whatever the language of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
STEWART] may necessarily carry or by fair coustruction imply. In
the remarks which I had the honor to make on a former occasion I
answered as well as I could, in a friendly spirit, in parliamentary lan=
guage and conciliatory language what I understood to be the drift of
the gentleman’s argnment. I confess that I had not read that argu-
ment, and I confess that there is extreme peril in attempting to catch
the drift of an argument sometimes, even though you do hear it and
do read it. If I misinterpreted the argument of the gentleman from
Georgia, why, it is enough to say that I stated in my remarks that if
he did not mean what I understood him to mean then my criticism
did not apply.

As to the alleged ‘‘offensive langnage?’ I have this to say: On that
occasion I used these words:

I warn the gentleman from Georgia never again to infroduce it—
meaning what I understood to be an appeal to the sectional view of
the question made in the language which I understood the gentleman
to have used, in which he had spoken of ‘‘desolated homes,” ‘' deso-
lated houses,’” and *‘ desolated farms’’ in the Sonth., I suggested to
him, in a spirit of meekness and conciliation, that it was not wise for
his side of the question to introduce that as an argnment here, My
warning was not in the form of a threat, and the gentleman from
Georgia knew it then and he knows it now. There is no threat in-
volved in the use of language of a strictly parliamentary character ap-
pealing to the other side not to use or not to introduce an argument
by which the speaker thinks his side will not be influenced.

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly, sir.

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia I was in the Senate when the gentle-
man delivered his speech and did not know of it until my attention
was called to it; but I wish to ask him whether he was not notified,
while he was delivering his speech, by a friend on his left at the time,
that my speech was there in print before him.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isuppose that is true, sir, and I suppose I ought
to have stopped in the midst of my speech and sat down and read the
speech of the gentleman from Georgia; butreally I did not understand
that its importance was of such magnitude that I was called upon to
do that, and I humbly apologize to him for not having read his speech
either then or on any subsequent occasion.

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I am very much obliged to yon.

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not hear what the gentleman said across
the aisle, but I understand from others that it was to the effect that I
had tried to threaten him. Why, there is nothing in my language to
justify any such suggestion.

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I desire to correct the gentleman as
to that. I suppose he does not wish to misrepresent me. I said that
notwithstanding this seeming threat I wanted it understood that the
South meant fraternity of feeling and good-will to all.

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman can use any stronger or bet-
ter language in favor of harmony and good feeling than I used in the
speech which he criticises, he will have to improve in the use of the
English language, in my judgment. This is what I said on that occa-
sion:

Mr. Chairman, underlying this i
of this bill, its anm.'tmen{ in%o hw?:%‘;o;iygei::t?fa ;mmdﬁeim
put the ple of this country just where equity would say they ought to stand,
except the account on the side of the States that had paid the money and who
received no interest upon it; and secondly, the grand results that have acerued
cl.g:hn:r;ountry, and which we share in common with the people of the whole

It is a'stcp toward a complete and just reunion of the hearts of the people of
the country ; not a reunion forced by law nor controlled by legislative enact-
ment, but controlled and promoted by the wish and purpose of both sides of the
country to do equal and exact justice toward each other. [Applause.]

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr, Speaker, it seems to me that I am not open to a lecture upon
the subject of conciliation by the gentleman from Georgia. He can
use no stronger language than I used there to convey the idea that I.
was contending against the infroduction of a sectional issue into this
discussion; and now, having thus disclaimed all purpose of using any
language that could be construed as a threat towards the gentleman
from Georgia or anybody else, I expect the gentleman to say that upon
that point at least he is entirely satisfied with my position. I have
never introduced sectionalism into any debate in this Honse. I have
never, under any circnmstances, in the discussion of a question of this
character, which I set out by saying was purely a question of dollars
and cents and ought not to be discussed from asectional standpoint—I
have never attempted to array sectional feeling upon this side of the
House against the other side and I never will, and the gentleman from
Georgia, by the use of heated language, can never drive me from a po-
sition which I have deliberately taken and which I will persistently
adhere to. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’']

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I declined tosign this conference report
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for reasons which, if not already apparent fo every member of this
House, I hope to make so in the brief time that I shall occupy the floor.
In the first place, it will be seen that the $850,000 which was put upon
the bill by an amendment in this House for compensation to people in
certain districts of South Carolina for property sold by the tax-commis-
sioners, having been non-concurred in by the Senate, this report farther
amends that provision by reducing one-half the valuation placed upon
the lots in the town of Beaunfort by the United States assessor, and also
the valuation of the improved lands, thereby reducing the amount or
the compensation about$400,000; and an appropriation is recommended
by the conferees of §500,000, ‘‘or somuch thereof as may be necessary,””’
for the payment of these claims, and to which the only objection is as
to the sufficiency of the allowance, butif the South Carolina delegation
are satisfied wiﬂ this amendment, I am,

There is also another amendment proposed by the conferees which is
a new feature in this bill, the provision that in all cases where lands
in the States were sold in the process of the collection of this tax and
bought by the United States and resold for a profit over and above the
tax, penalties, interest, and costs, the United States shall refund or
pay over to those whose property was thus sold all that they sold for
over and above the assessmenf. I do not understand that the con-
ferees had or that any one here has accurate information as to the
amount that this provision will cover.

There is a case in one State where, as stated by one of the conferees,
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIs], there was a considerable
quantity of land sold in one or two counties; but the amount that will
be taken out of the Treasury to meet this provision is not stated, as I
understand, in the conference report, and I have no information as to
what it will amount to.

Now, so far as the report of the conferees isconcerned, I donotknow
that there are any very serions objections to it, if this bill is to pass.
The real ground upon which I refused to sign the report is my steady
and unvarying opposition to this bill from its very inception up to the
present time. Some gentlemen may think it is not quite in order to
refer to or discuss the merits of the bill on this conference report,
which is an attempt to reconcile the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the various amendments. But, sir, it is pertinent to discuss the
merits of the bill here, because if this report were rejected it would
work the defeat of the bill. But as I have heretofore made known my
views and have submitted arguments in opposition to this bill, I will
now consume only so much time as I may deem necessary to meet
some points made in argnment in the Senate yesterday, which I do not
desire to go unchallenged.

The senior Senator from my own State, as appears from the RECORD
of this morning, took the position that this bill would be unconstitu-
tional, as was asserted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], un-
less this was a debt——

Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Imake the pointof order that itis not
in order, but is a breach of parliamentary decornm, for the gentleman
to refer to and discuss what took place in the Senate yesterday.

Mr. OATES. I bave a right to discuss anything that I find in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in respectful terms, as I propose to do.

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I insist on my point of order.

Mr. OATES. This is a constitntional guestion, and I presume I
have a right to refer to the argument which any %entleman either in
this House or in the Senate has submitted upon the question, when I
do so in a perfectly respectful manner, as I pro to do. The rela-
tions existing between me and the Senator referred to [Mr. MoRGAN]
are of the friendliest character, and I am sure he would not make the
glightest objection to what I intend to say.

The SPEAKER pro fempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The Clerk will read
an extract from Jefferson’s Manual. .

The Clerk read as follows:

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same sub-
fect in the other Hounse or the particular votes or majorities on it there, because
the opinion of each House should be left to its own independency, not to be in-
fluenced by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them might beget
reflections leading to a misunderstanding between the two Houses.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
OaTEs] will proceed in order.

Mr. OATES. I do not think the Senator referred to will be under
any special obligations to the gentleman from Ohio for his guardianship.
1 find it asserted by the advocates of this measure that its constitution-
ality is sustainable upon the ground that the money proposed by this
bill to be paid is a debt against the United States. How can it bea
debt? Ifis asserted that because it has been the practice of the Con-
gress of the United States to assume and pay debts incurred by the
States for the public defense—in the Indian wars and in the Revolu-
tionary war, before we had any Constitution—that therefore this is
to be ed as a debt incurred by the States for the common defense,
and hence Congress has the constitutional power to appropriate money
for its payment.

Why, sir, it is the province and the duty of the Government of the
United States to lay and collect taxes for the common defense; and
wherever a State has expended money in the maintenance of its mili-
tia or otherwise for the common defense, that is an expenditure of
money for the common defense, and it is an expenditure which ought

to be borne by the United States under our Constitution. To-da;

there are pending in Congress claims unadjusted in behalf of severa

States of this Union for expenditures that they made in the early days
of the late war. No one has taken the position, and I presume no one
would hold, that Congress has not the right and that it is not the dufy
of Congress, if these expenditures were properly made, to assume and
pay them. There is an implied promise to do so. It belongs to the
United States to provide for the common defense, and such expendi-
tures are not obligations npon any State, and when a State makes
such expenditures they are in the discharge of duty which rests pri-
marily on the United States. That isa very different proposition from
this. This direct tax is not State expenditure. By a law of Congress
a tax was lawfully and constitutionally laid; and when collected and
paid into the Treasury, every dollar of it belonged to the United States,
as much as money that was collected by any other system of taxation,
The assnmption and reimbursement of States for proper expenditures
for the common defense bears no analogy whatever to the case in hand.

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir; a question.

Mr. DIBBLE. Suppose we should pass a law repealing internal-
revenue taxation. In such repealing enactments there has always
been a provision for the repayment or rebate of the tax on property on
hand in unbroken packages at the time the tax is released. Issuch a
provision in a law for the repeal of internal-revenue taxation constitu-
tional?

Mr. OATES. That is not at all analogous to this case. If the Gov-
ernment of the United States has collected taxes from the citizen and
then deprives him of the right for the exercise of which the tax was
paid, it can, as a matter of course, and it ought to, refund the money
when the privilege is denied him to continue that business. It would
be robbery not to do it. That is not at all analogous to this case.

Why, sir, how can this be held ,to contain any of thé elements of a
contract or obligation ? It has been held by the Supreme Court in this
very volume (121 U. 8. Reports) that where a tax isimproperly laid in
the exercise of a constitutional power, however oppressively or un-
equally that tax may operate, it is not, when taken from the citizenin
that manner, recoverable by him in any court. Itisjustasinthe case
of money paid voluntarily under any other circnmstances orin any case
where money voluntarily paid can not be recovered back. If the in-
dividual resists he can make a question and it goes to the courts for ad-
judication. Not so here.

Now, in this case, can any citizen, on the ground that this direct-tax
law is but partially executed or that ofinequality of burden imposed by
it, or on the ground that a part of this tax was not collected, institute
a suit for and recover the part which he paid ? Ipresume that no one
who has any regard for his reputation as a lawyer will assert that.
Suppose Congress simply passed an act giving to the Court of Claims
jurisdiction without declaring any right, can any one who paid avy part
of the tax go into the court, institute a suit, and recover back the tax be-
cause some of it which was assessed against the property and citizens
of some of the States wasnot collected? I presume that nolawyer will
assert such a proposition. Suppose the United States circunit courts
were invested with the jurisdiction in the exercise of their equity power
to try such a claim upon the broadest and most comprehensive prinei-
ples of equity, is there a judge in the United States who wouldso stul-
tify himself as to grant relief to suchasuitor ? If so, heshould be im-
peached for making such a disgraceful decision.

The fact that some of the States have not paid the assessment made
against their citizens is harped upon, and the argument presented that
the 5 per cent. fund and other funds coming to some of the States has
heen retained as set-offs; and one amendment, which is concurred in—
the first, I believe, to the bill—provides for the refunding of any money
retained by way of set-off. That in effect has nothing whatever to op-
erate upon. There was a retention in several cases, and the exhibit
attached to the report of the Committee on the Judiciary from the
Treasury Department shows, for instance, the sum of $18,500 of money
going to Alabama, which is retained and credited nupon her assessment,
Now,I mention that, Mr. Speaker, to illustrate how that matter stands
in respect to other States. A suitwas instituted and decided, the case
of Louisiana vs. The United States, and on which was also determined
the case of the claims of Alabama and Mississippi, that the Govern-
ment of the United States had no right and the Treasury Department
could not retain any money due those States and credit it against the
direct-tax assessment because those States never assumed it and as
States did not owe if.

Thereare none of the elements of mutuality which would justify aset-
off, and therefore the exhibit attached to the report of the majority of
the Judiciary Committee from the Treasury Department is not a cor-
rect exhibit of the standing of the accounts against the States in that
Department. 'Why, sir, in the first session of this Congress an appro-
priation was made upon the deficiency bill or the sundry civil, I forget
which, and the money appropriated and paid to several States where
the 2 and 3 per cent. fund had been retained; and these sumsare shown
;Ig this exhibit as having been set off, which is not the true state of

em.

The only other point I care to notice is this: It is insisted that this
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bill is & most equitable measure, and that it t to pass by way of
an “‘evening up’’ of the burdens of the late war in the matter of taxes
assessed and collected. Why, sir, should this particular matter be
thus adjusted? Why take §17,000,000 out of the Treasury and return
it to the States, not to the peoiple, but to the States or the people who
paid it, because two and a half millions of the twenty millions assess-
ment never has been collected? That is an important matter, say the
advocates of this bill, which justifies its enactment. Why, sir, if yon

into the business of equalizing burdens,why not ascertain and re-
ﬁnd the amount paid by the citizens of the loyal States during the
period of the war for the maintenance of the Union—all tke expenses
of the war, in the shape of internal-revenue, income, and all other
mf‘s, none of which were paid by the people of the States then in re-

ion, so called ?

There is just as much equity in that as in this, and over against this
I set the tax of sixty-eight millions on raw cotton, which was collected
after the war closed, and as every one knows was paid nearly in tolo
by the people of the Southern States. Yet no one, as I understand, of
the advocates of this bill favored an amendment which I offered when
it was under consideration here to return the cotton tax, although there
is a question as to the constitutional power of the Government to lay
and collectit. Every one knows thatit was brought before the Supreme
Court of the United States, and eight judges sitting upon the bench
were equally divided in opinion as to whether it was a constitutio
tax or not. Yet no part of it is to be returned to the people who paid
it, and this bill is to be passed because those same people from whom
that cotton tax was collected failed to pay two and a half millions of
the $20,000,000 assessment, and it is insisted that equity requires that
the seventeen and a half millions carried by this bill shall be taken
from the Treasury, about one-third of which has been or will be col-
lected from the people of the Southern States, and paid to the North-
ern States whose people paid it twenty-six years ago.

Why, sir, this E‘eo unprecedented if the whole history of our legisla-
tion. There is not a case on all fours with this, Nowhere is there a
precedent to take money out of the Treasury of the United States to
return a tax legally laid and collected—this, too, having been disposed
of, used for a legitimate purpose, namely the maintenance of the war
more than twenty-five years ago. It is a dangerous precedent. It is
a declaration, sir, that there is mo limit to the power of Congress in
the matter of the appropriations of public money. It could not be
placed anywhere else; and I am surprised that gentlemen who have
spoken out and declared themselves in opposition to the Blair educa-
tional bill, because of the want of constitutional power to appropriate
the seventy-nine millions proposed by that measure, should advocate
this, and maintain that there is 8 constitutional power in Congress to

it.

pa%"hy, sir, there is no consistency in such a course, The fact is, these
two propositions are identical in to power. There is no war-
rant in the Constitution for either, and of the two the Blair bill is the
least objectionable. The passage of this bill will establish a precedent
for unlimited appropriations. And it is one, too, which will return
to plague future Congresses for all time. I have no disposition, Mr.
Speaker, to consume the time of the House unnecessarily. I havestated
the grounds of my opposition to this bill on two occasions beiore.
There is nothing before the House, there is nothing in the conference
report: to improve it or to commend it to the judgment of any one ex-
cept, perhaps, a few gentlemen in localities where their constituencies
may be benefited in the way of money. If the bill is to pass, the al]]J-
propriations for that px;gpoae, I maintain, ought to be carried in the hill
and ought to be adopted as re I would be glad to defeat this
hill in tofo, and have done all I could to that end.

I now yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HookER] such
of the time remaining to me as he desires to occupy.

MMr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, the objection to this bill is ofso gravea
character that though I expressed myself fully when thebill was up be-
fore, I can not refrain from saying a word now upon the guestion of the
power of the Congress of the United States to passsuchabill. Thetax-
ing powerof the Government, Mr. Speaker, isone which ought alwaysto
be exercised clearly within the limits of constitutional power granted
10 the Congress of the United States to impose taxes, and any bill or
measure which proposes to go outside of the grant of power to the
Federal Congress to levy a tax is a dangerous precedent to set in this
conn .

Whtgl the first Government was formed after the war of the Revolu-
tion, denominated the Government of the Confederation, the question
of giving to the Federal Government the power to levy taxes was re-
sisted in that convention, and it was absolutely denied on the first form-
ing of the Government adopted after the Revolutionary war. Thatwar
itsell was fought becanse of unjunst taxation attempted to be imposed
by the mother country upon the colonies; and that convention, fresh
from the conflict of the Revolution, in maintaining the doctrine that
there should not be taxation without representation, were reluctant to
ﬁt to the Federal Government the power to levy taxes at all, and in

constitution first adopted absolutely refused to concede to the Fed-
eral Government the power of taxation at all, but reserved it to the re-
spective States to raise the requisite quota for the maintenance of the

Government. Experience demonstrated in a short time that that
method of raising taxation for the Federal Government was inadequate
and could not be relied upon.

That led to the adoption of legislation in the Congress of the United
Stales to create a commission to assemble at Annapolis, in the State of
Maryland, to amend the old Articles of Confederation; and when that
convention met, with Alexander Hamilton as one of its members, as
one of its leading members, they applied to Congress to concede the
power to frame a new constitution. Under that new constitution, in
the convention of 1787, power was for the first time conceded to the Con-
gress of the United States to levy taxes at all of any character what-~
ever, and it was adopted with great gravity in that convention. Finally
it was adopted, as it was supposed, with a limit upon the power of taxa-
tion. If the Constitution contains any limit upon the power of taxa-
tion whatever, it is expressed in tho emphatic language of thejudge of
the Supreme Conrt—Chief-Justice Marshall—in delivering the opinion
in the caseof McCulloch vs. The State of Maryland, the leading case on
this subject of the power of taxation, and in the langnage of the judge,
‘it may be used to destroy.’’ Now, what wasthelangunage of the Con-
stitution adopted under which this power was conceded tothe Govern-
ment? Itis expressed, sir, in the eighth section of the first article of
the Constitution of the country, and that provides that —

The Congress shall have power to lay and eollect taxes, imposts, and excises,

For what purpose? Reading again from it:

To pay the debts, and provide for the common defense and general welfare of
the United States, Butall duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform through-
out the Uniled States.

But the power there to levy a tax, either director indirect, is limited
Mr. Speaker, by the very terms of the instrument itself; it is limited
to what? Limited to— :

Tay taxesto ﬁy the debts and to provide for the def
welfare of the United States,

This is the limit. Is this bill to pay a debt of the United States?
I deny it. TIsit to provide for the general welfare of the United States ?
I deny it. Isitto provideforthe common defense of the United States?
I deny it. What is it, then? It is a bill outside of the power granted
to Congress to levy taxes. It proposesnow,a quarter of a century after
the direct tax was laid and in t part collected, to take the money
onpdo_ftthe Treasury and pay itﬁcak to the States or to the people who

1t

pai\*ow, under the operation of that law of 1861 or 1862 what was done?
Under a provision in the act the States were allowed to assume the pay-
ment, being allowed 15 per cent. for the collection. Under that pro-
vision of the law all the States, as I understand it, in the Union availed
themselves of this privilege to assume the debt and pay to themselves
the 15 per cent. for the collection, except the States of Tennessee, Del-
aware, and Mississippi. In my own State there was a considerable
proportion of this money collected. It is to go now, under the provis-
ions of this bill, to the parties who paid this money in the first in-
stance, and if they can not be found it goes back to the State govern-
ment and not to the individual who paid it. What power is there
under the Iederal Constitution to levy a tax for that purpose? Itdoes
not exist. It goes to the individuals if they can be found; but, sir, they
will not be found.

In the State of Mississippi they could not be found; in the State of
Tennesssee I venture o assert they could not be found, nor in the other
Statesthat I have named. It will then be to take seventeen and a half
million of dollars from the public Treasury and pay the money to States
who paid it twenty-five years ago under a law conceded by all to be
within the power of Congress to enact and to have been a constitutional
law. Ifyou gasu this bill to “‘ equalize taxation,”” as it is termed, and
pay back to the States who paid this tax this seventeen and a half
million dollars upon the ground that you are going to ‘‘ equalize’’ the
taxes imposed to carry on the war, then why can not the gentleman
having this bill in charge introduce to-morrow a bill to -pay back to
the States who paid it the largest and the most formidable tax that
was imposed by the war, the income tax, which also was not collected
except in the loyal States?

If you can pass this bill there is nothing to prevent the gentleman
having this bill in charge to introduce a bill, commending itself to
the wisdom and the conscience and the judgment of the members of
this House as much as this bill does, to repay to the loyal States every
dollar of that income tax. Andif you may do that, where is the limit?
Where can you stop? At what point will you say that the power to
equalize taxation ceases? And must not the result be to absolutely
deplete the Treasury of the United States? Bir, I say that we ought
to pause before we pass a bill of this sort and look for the power in the
Constitation. It is not a bill to pay the public debt;it is not a bill to
provide for the common defense; it is not a bill to provide for the com-
mon welfare. It is boldly and nakedly a proposition to put your hands
into the Treasury and pay out this money, holding it in trust for a cer-
tain length of time.

If the power exists to do this in une case it existsto do it in all cases.
And if such a power exists, then the power of taxation becomes un-
limited, the power of the Federal Congress to ap te money out
of the common Treasury is without limit, and the t imposed by the

and g 1
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|Constitution is done away with. That is simply the effect and the
Iobjedofthmlaw and to do what this bill proposes is to act in viola-
tion of the restrictions which the framers of the Constitution laid u

,i.he legislative power of the Government to impose taxation. I

(take to asserf, Mr. Bpeaker, that if this was a proposition to impose a
‘tax upon the people of all the States—and Ia.dg:mthixnmarkespe&
Jally to my friendsof the Chamber who are in favor of this bill—if this
was a proposition to levy a tax directly to pay back this money, there
would not be a baker’s dozen of men on either side of this Housewho
would have the courage to vote for it.

But, Mr. Speaker, it is a bill which finds its origin and the canse of
its bemg presented here simply in the fact that there is a surplus in

ﬁlzgt‘hc United States. If there is, that surplus consists

gfmonay w. has been paid by the people in the form of taxes im-

by the Government, and the iniguity of this measure loses none

of its enormity by reason of the fact that there is money in the Treas-

{ury out of which £his payment may be made. As I have already said,

{if this were a bald, naked proposition to levy a tax to iaythxsmnne,y

‘pow it wounld shock the common sense, it would shock the common

esty of every man in Congress to be asked to vote formchamms—
ure. [Applaase. ]

When the e.norm:lty of this bill is pointed ont, by asking why you
do not your ‘“‘equalization’’ by $68,000,000 col-
lected under the odious and unjust cotton tax, it is said by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr, CASWELL], this conference report,
that if it can be shown that the cotton tax differs in any way from the
tax on tobacco he might support it.

‘Why, Mr. Speaker, dig':renee is so obvious that it scarcely need
be stated. Cotton, from which the great bulk of the clothing of the
world is made, is one of the prime necessaries of life, as much so as
wheat or corn or grain of any kind, which are ‘‘the staff of life,’’
while tobacco is no such necessity of life.

Again, Mr. Speaker, the tax on tobaecco was imposed to raise money
in a great emergency, and has probably been nnwisely and needlessly
continned when that emergency ceased to exist; while the tax on cot-
ton had for its object when originally imposed the punishment of the

'agricultural section in which it is raised, and its continuance after the

iwar under still more punitive enactments can find no excuse, much
less sanction of the Constitution, or the exercise of the taxing power
under the limited t in that instrument.

Mr. OATES. . Speaker, what time have I remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes re-

Mr. OATES, I reserve that time.

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to detain the Honse
in the discussion of this report. I wish, however, to submit a few re-
marks in reply to the gentleman who has just spoken, after which a
ghort time will be consumed upon the same side of the question, and
then we shall be ready to vote. I want to disabuse the minds of the
members and correct the statement which has often been repeated upon
this floor, that this bill will carry $17,500,000. BSuch is not the case.
Gentlemen arrive at that amount by including the 15 per cent. com-
missions which were allowed the States for the assumption and pay-
ment of this tax, but this bill does not Empouto pay to the States
pearly $2,250,000 which were credited by way of commissions, but
simply the amount collected, which will aggregate $15,725,000 and no
more.

Mr. OATES. Will the let me interrupt him just there?

Mr. OASWELL. Yes a0 et

Alr. OATES. Does not the language of the first section of the bill

vido that the Secretary shall crEtand pay to each of the States
d Territories an amonnt equal to all coilectmux"

Mr. CASWELIL., To all collections.

Mr. OATES. Wait a moment. Now the 15 per cent. clanse was a
part of the mach which Congress saw proper to adopt to secure
the eollection of this That was to be ucted from amount,
was it not?

Mr. CASWELL. It wasa mere discount.

Mr. OATES. It was not an additional assessment ?

Mr, CASWELL. It wasa mere rebate or discount.

Mr. OATES. Whenever the State, through its machinery, would
undertake the collection?

Mr. CASWELL, Yes, sir.

Mr. OATES. Well, was not that a collection?

Mr. CASWELL, I do not understand it so.

Mr. OATES. lf‘ormstanoe, if $2,000,000 was the assessment
Pennsylvania, and that State collected the $2,000,000 and waé allowed
to retain 15 per cent. ont of the amount as com usation for the work,
that 15 cent. would be a collection, would it not?

Mr. CASWELL. Not a collection within the meaning of thebill.

Mr. OATES. I maintain that it would be. You go on to eay *‘by
set-off er etherwiss ’'——

Mr. CASWELL. Butan abatementallowed to a State which would
assume and pay the money is in no sense a collection within the mean-

inigf the ;ﬁs
. How, then, is the State reimbursed for the cost of eol-

Mr, CASWELL. It is very true that the State does not receive any
compensation or reimbursement for the collection—

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. May I ask the gentleman a
question ?

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kant:ucky This deduction of 15 percent.
was allowed to the States that paid the tax in cash. The tax was a
direct tax levied upon the citizens of the States, not upon the States; it
was ioned among the States according to population. Now, how
would it have been constitutional for the Government to have allowed
a rebate of 15 per cent. to a State if that was not the fee which the Gov-
ernment allowed to its agent for collection, for under the Constitu-
tion the tax must be uniform? Was it not, then, the fact that the Gov-
ernment made the State its collector if the State chose to occupy that

ition, and gave it as its fes 15 per cent. of the amount collected ?
mrefm does not that come technically within the langnage of this
bill when it provides that the Government shall pay back to the States
the amount collected ?

Mr, CASWELL. In reply to the gentleman from Kentncky I will
say the effect of the provision referred to in the direct-tax law was
merely to say to the States of the Union, ‘* If you will assume the pay-
ment of this tax and pay this money into the , you may do it
with a reduction of 15 per cent.”’ In other words, for every $85,000
of money that they paid into the Treasury they were to be credited
with $100,000.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky.
the gentleman from Wisconsin——

Mr, CASWELL., Not at all.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentueky. He will allow me to ask,
does he not confuse two ideas that are essentially different under our
Constitution—the State and the citizens of a State? The direct {ax is
levied uponcitizens. Now, the Government could not say to the State,
“If you wﬂl pay this tax, which is not levied n?on Yyou as a State but
upon your citizens, we will give you a rebate,’’ unless it made the
State the t to collect the tax from the citizens.

Mr. CAS I understand the law proceeded npon the theory
that each State is supposed to have an interest in its citizens or sub-
jects; and while this tax was levied upon the people of the several
Statea Congress said to the States, looking to &eo interests of their

ple. If you will save us the machinery and expense of collecting
this tax, and will pay the money out of your own treasury into the
'h-easury of the United States, you shall have an abatement upon the
tax for the benefit of your people; you shall pay only §85,000 for every
$100,000 levi

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman permit me a question?

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly.

Mr. HOOKER. Did not the tax-payer in each State where this tax
was collected pay the tax to the State, and did not the State out of
the entire tax thus paid by its citizens reserve the 15 per cent. ?

Mr. O'FERRALL rose.

Mr. CASWELL. Ogne question at a time, if you please.

Mr. O'FERRALL. I wish to say that suth was not the case in the
Btate of Virginia.

Mr. CASWELL. I do not understand that the people of the several
Btates paid this money into the State treasury; I do understand that
some of the States, through their own legislative anthority, assumed
this tax and paid it out of the common tressury in large sums, while
other sums which were due from the General Government to these sev-
eral States were offset upon that tax.,

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin allow me to inter-
rupt him a moment on tkis particular point?

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. OATES. The statement of secounts by the Treasury Depart-
ment shows as the balance of indebtedness due the United Biates $2,-
553,091.86. Now, this is all that isdue of the $20,000,000 assessment.
Has notf the w%fle of the balance of the §20,000,000 been collected ?

Mr. CAS All the balance of am,mmooohasbeenml-
lected or allowed to the State by way of rebate.

Mr. OA Ah ! but*‘rebate '’ is net in the law. Here is astate-

t of the account from the Treasury De ent which shows a lit-
over two and a half million dollars uncollected of the $20,000,000.

M.r CASWELL. No matter; that same account shows how much
was credited to the Siates by way of commissions. All these credits
were mere rebates, and in no sense were they ever collected.

Mr. OATES. Now, let me finish my question. This bill directs
that the Secretary of the Tr credit each State and Territory of
the United States and the District of Columbia a sum egual to all eol-
lections, by set-off or otherwise, made by the States, Territories, or
the District of Columbia. Now, here is a statement of the Treasury
account, showing, in round figures, that two and a half million dol-
lars isstill due, leaving seventeen and a half million dollarswhich have
been collected. There is no such language as *‘rebate”’ employed in

the act.

Mr. CASWELL. Thl.‘] languagzngl regard to collections does not
in apy sense include commissions rebates that were allowed and
credited to the States.

Several gentlemen rose.

Now, if I do not interrupt
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Mr. CASWELL. I must decline further interruptions because they
are consuming too much time.

Mr, SPINOLA. I do not desire to consume the gentleman’s time,
but I trust he will allow me one question.

Mr. CASWELL. I regret I have not the time to yield.

Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to ask this question, because the explana-
tion which may be given in reply may influence my vote.

Mr. CASWELL. Very well, Iyield; but this must be the last time.

Mr. SPINOLA. I would like to ascertain whether there is now in
this bill a provision that the money when paid to the State shall be
paid into the treasury of the State directly.

Mr. CASWELL. Yes,sir; I understand it is to be paid to the treas-
urer of the State or to the governor.

Mr. SPINOLA. And no portion of this money is ta be given to agents
or assumed agents of the States who are hanging about the Capitol here?

Mr. CASWELL. Not at all; that can not occur. The money is to
be paid to the governors of the several States.

Mr. O'FERRALL. Will the gentleman allow me one word?

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. O'FERRALL. I wish to say simply this, as I understand this
bill, where the money was paid by a State upon assessments made by
the State itself, it is to go into the treasury of the State for the benefit
of the State as a whole——

Mr. CABSWELL. Yes, sir.

Mr. O'FERRALL. But where the money was collected from indi-
viduals, as was the case in the State of Virginia, it is to go into the
hiands of the governor of the State to be paid over to those individuals,
if living, or to their personal representatives, '

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir; it is to be paid to the State to be held in
trust for the rightful owners.

Mr. HOOKER. For a certain period ?

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir; the statute of limitations will operate
upon it in six years.

I desire now to make one or two remarks in reference to the consti-
tutional argnment of my friend from Alabama [Mr., OATES] and my
distingnished friend from Mississippi [Mr. HookEr]. I always re-
spect a constitutional argument; but we must concede that over the
subject of taxation Congress is vested with full power.

Mr, OATES. To do what?

Mr. CASWELL. To levy taxes in such manner as Congress may see
fit.

Mr. OATES. Oh, no—

Mr, CASWELL. Now, the gentleman must excuse me for not yield-
ing further.

Mr. OATES. But when you undertake to quote the Constitution
you should be correct.
~ Mr. CASWELL. Well, the gentleman has had his say, and I do not
think he is right. I want only a few moments, and it is very likely I
shall not be right, but I only want to state my views as I entertain
them. I repeat, Congress has full power to lay taxes upon the people
of the country. Now my friend concedes that this tax was legally
levied. If he did not concede it, the very decision of the Supreme Court
which he holds in his hand settles the doctrine that it was a legal tax.
That shows that Congress had jurisdiction over the subject; and if it
has jurisdiction and can lay taxes has it not power to refund taxes?
If a tax is partly collected and it seems impossible to collect the bal-
ance, can Co gress not return the tax paid to such parties as have paid
it?

Mr. OATES. No. There is the Constitution; show me the power.

Mr. CASWELL., The gentleman says that Congress has no such
power. Congress has jurisdiction over the subject-matter. If it can
rebate a part of the tax, if it can suspend the collection of a part or
the whole of the tax, if it can allow redemption of taxes, when it is
discovered that the money is not needed, may it not return it to the
sources from which it eame? Has not Congress, in other words, full
power over the whole snbject? I can see no other legitimate conclu-
sion that follows from the power conferred upon Congress.

But, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of gentlemen of the
South to this one state of things: The very decision which my friend
from Alabama refers to Jays down the doctrine that this is a legal
tax against the people of the States. The Supreme Court saysit will
not suggest how the tax may be collected, intimating that it may be
collected, that it is a subsisting legal tax against the people ef Ala-
bama or the people of the State of Mississippi, and that machinery
may be inaugurated by which that tax can be enforced. e may even
do it before this Congress adjourne.

Mr. OATES. How ?

Mr. CASWELL. Why, we may provide commissioners to go down
and make the levy as in former years.

Mr. OATES. I wonld like to see them undertake it.

Mr. CASWELL. Does the gentleman deny that we have the author-
ity? The gentleman says he would like to see them undertake it.
Does he propose to resist by force?

Mr. OATES. Not at all.

Mr, CASWELL., Of course not; I am saﬁaﬂq_j of that. If the Su-
preme Court holds that it is a legal tax upon the people of the State,

. fent.lemsn on this gide desires to say anything, I sh

will the gentleman say that there can not be the necessary machin
set in motion by the same body that levied the tax to enforce its col-
lection? Is it notin our power to originate and pass a bill that the
uncollected part of this tax shall be enforced against the people of any
of the States which have not paid it? Most certainly we can. And
who upon this floor does not desire to relieve you from that condition
of affalrs?

Mr. ROGERS. But your desire now seems to beto relievethe Treas-

ury.

Mr. CASWELL. Well, you claim that there is a great body of sur-
plus in the Treasury. Yon gentlemen claim that this surplus has been
accumulating and is accumulating, and you do not know what to do’
with it. Is this not a good way to do an act of justice—pay back the
money collected and forgive the balance while we are paving the way
for peace? Whynot close np this whole account and spread the man=
tle of peace over the entire country? Why not help us when the olive
branch is held out to blotout these liabilities which the Supreme Cour
hold to be constitutional, and which are a subsisting obligation against
the people of your States?

Mr. ROGERS, But we do not want to pay $17,000,000 for one olive
branch. Itis lIN‘?inS too dear for the whistle.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The charity that the gentl
man from Wisconsin wants us to accept is that charity which pays a‘ﬁ
the money over to the Northern people and cancels an alleged obli*
gation against the Sonthern States.

Mr. CASWELL., But is it not a charity also to relieve a man of a
liability which is hanging over him? It is a worse condition to be in
debt when you have not the money to pay than to be obliged to pay
money when you have it; and it is more of a charity often to relieve
a man who ean not pay such an obligation than to refund money which
he has paid and perhaps does not need.

Mr. HOOKER. Why not give us the $68,000,000 of cotton tax ?

Mr. CASWELL. That is another question. Perhaps when the
gentleman introduces a bill, and can convince me there is a difference
between the cotton tax and the tax levied on tobacco in the North, I
may help him correct the inequality. I reserve the balance of my
time. [Cries of ‘* Vote!? ‘*Vote!?’

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, there are a few matters to which I wish |

to refer briefly. The gentleman from Wisconsin says that the clanse of
the Constitution which gives Congress the right to lay and collect taxes!
gives authority over the whole question of taxation to ‘‘remit and re-
fund,”’ as well as *‘ to lay and collect.”” I go by the letter of the Con-
stitution. It reads, *‘Congress shall have power to lay and collect.”’
There is no such language as ‘*remit or refund.”’

New, with reference to the amount which this bill carries. Thero
was an assessment on the States and Territories of the United States
of $20,000,000. The books of the Treasury Department show that in
round numberstwoand a half millionsof that assessment are uncollected,
and that all the remainder of the assessment has been collected; that
is to say, seventeen and a half million dollars have been collected, and
there are yet due or uncollected about two and a half million dollars.
That is a flain proposition,

The fact that the law laying this tax gave to the Btates 15 per cent. or
the collection for making it, or employing their machinery to collect,
did not diminish the gross assessment. The 15-per-cent. agreement is
called in the act “‘assuming,’’ and it was a part of the collection to be
made. The language employed by my friend from Wisconsin [Mr.
CAsWELL], ‘‘rebating,”’ is not to be found in the law nor in the account
kept in the Treasury Department. It follows necessarily from the
language employed in this bill, *“all collections made by set-off or
otherwise,’’ that the 15 per cent. retained was a part of the collection.
It does not make any difference what the United States did with the
money that was collected, nor whether it ever came into the Treasury.
That is not the language of the bill. It does not say ‘‘all money that
was collected and paid into the Treasury,’’ but ‘‘all collections by
set-off and otherwise made from the States and Territories is appropri-
ated by this bill.”” This, however, is only a question as to the amount
which the bill carries. Two and a quarter millions which were sup-

to have been retained, and which I suppose were refaineil for
collecting, by the terms of this bill are to be appropriated out of the
Treasury for the benefit of those States and Territories, making the
whole amount which this bill appropriates about $17,500,000.

It is another objection and an unjust feature of it. It has been said
that the States that assnmed the payment of the assessments against
their people became liable therefor and the United States got the bene-
fit of the 15 per cent., and henceit was collected. Bup a State as-
sumed the debt and did not pay, could the United Btates enforce it
agoinst that State? No. It could enforce it against the lands owned
by the citizens, just asin the first instance,if the State had no gssnmed
it. There are no set-offs credited against any States which assumed it
of which they bave any right to complain.

I do not care, Mr. Speaker, to consume apy more 133, d if no

11 ask a vote.
Cries of ** Vote I’ ** Vote I'’]
r. CASWELL. I demand the previous question on the adoption
of the conference report, .
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The previous question was ordered.

The question was put upon agreeing to the conference report; and
the Speaker announced that the ayesseemed tohaveit.

Mr. OATES. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered. .

The question was taken; and it was decided in the afirmative—yeas
168, nays 87, not voting 67; as follows:

YEAS—168,

Adams, Dingley, Johnston, Ind, 2
Allen, Mich. Dorsey, Kean, Rice,
Anderson, Iowa  Dunham, Kelley, Rockwell,
Anderson, Kans.  Elliott, Kennedy, Romeis,
Arnold, Farquhar, Ketcham, Rowell,
Atkinson, Felton, La Follette, Ryan,
Baker, N. Y. Finley, Laidlaw, Sawyer,

ker, 11l Fisher, Latham, Secull,
Bayne, Fitch, Lehlbach, Seney,
Bigga, Flood, ind, Seymour,
Bingham, Ford, Lodge, Sherman,
Bli: Fuller, Long, - Simmons,
Bo;:faman, Funston, Macdonald, Sowden,

und, Gaines, Mahoney, Spooner,
Boutelle, Gallinger, Mansur, Steele,
Bowden, Gay, Mason, Stephenson,
Bowen, Gear, McClammy, Stewart, Vt.
Brewer, Gest, McCo Struble,
Brower, Gibson, McKenna, Taylor, E. B., Ohio
Browne,T.H.B.,Va. Grosvenor, McKinley, Taylor, J. D., Ohio
Browne, Ind. Grout Merriman, Thomas, K{.
Brown, Ohio Guent\:gr, Moflitt, Thomas, Il
Brown, J.R.,Va. Harmer, Morrill, Thomas, Wis.
Buch i Nichols, Thompson, Ohio

rrows, Hayden, O'Donnell, Thompson,
Campbell, F., N. Y. Heard, O'Ferrall, Tillman,
Cannon, Hemphill, 0'Neall, Ind. Townshend,
Caswell, Henderson, Jowa O’Neill, Pa. Turner, Kans,
Cheadle, Henderson,N.C. O'Neill, Mo, Vandever,
Clark, Henderson, I11. Osborne, Wade,
Cogswell, Hermann, Outhwaite, ‘Warner,
Compton, Hiestand, wen, ‘Webier,
Conger, Hires, Parker, West,
Cooper, Hitt, Paltton, White, N. Y.
Cothran, Holman, Perkins, Whiting, Mass,
Crouse, Holmes, Phelps, ‘Wilber,
Cutcheon, Hopkins, T1l. Pidcock, Wilkinson,
Dalzell, Hopkins, Va. Plumb, Williams,
Darlington, Hopkins, N. Y. Posey, Wise
Davis, Hudd, ; Woodburn,
De . Hunter, Pugsley, Yardley,
Dibble, Jackson, Rayner, Yoder.

NAYS—8T.
Abholt, Dargan, Lanham, Rowland,
Anderson, Miss, Da:ﬁson, Ala, Lawler, Russell,
Bankhead, Dockery, Lynch, Sayers,
Barnes, Dunn, Maish, Scot!
Blanchard, Forney, ¥ Shively,
Bland, French, McAdoo, Smith,
Blount, Glass, McKinney, Bpinola,
Breckinridge, Ark. ‘Glover, MecMillin, Springer,
Breckinridge, Ky. Grimes, McRae, Stewart,
Buekalew, Hall, Mills, Stewart, Ga.
Bynum, Hare, Montgomery, Stone, Ky.
Candler, Hatch, oore, ey,
Caruth, Hayes, Morgan, Turner, Ga.
Catchings, Hooker, orse, Vance,
Chipman, Howsrd', Norwood, Walker,
Clardy, Hutton, Oates, Washington,
Clemen! Jao N, Peel ‘Weaver,
Cobb, Jones, Panfnmn. ‘Wheeler.
Cockran, Kilgore, Randall, ‘Whiting, Mich.
Cowles, 1 o Richardson, i
Crisp, Landes, Hobertson, ‘Wilson, W, Va.
Cummings, Lane, Rogers,
NOT VOTING—GT. e
Allen, Mass, Crain, Lee, Phelan,
Allen, Miss.nL %I;lbemon. L; mn.a, %ns;ell, nn,
i ven Dlams usk,

M\de;‘ao S stlda%:t.bhs. Mntson', Shaw,
Barry, Dopugherty, MeComas, Snyder,
Belden, Enloe, MecCreary, Stahlnecker,
Brumm, Ermentrout, Mc(}ull.ogh, Stockdale,
Bryce, Foran, MeShane, Stone, Mo,
Bunnell, Goff, Milliken, Symes,
Burnett, Granger, Morrow, Taulbee,
Butler, Greenman, Neal, Tracey,
Butterworth Nelson, ‘White, Ind.
Campbell, Ohio Ho;i. Newton, ‘Whitthorne,
Campbell, T.J,,N.¥. Houk, Nutting, Wickham,
Carlton, Kerr, Payson, Wilkins,
Collins, Laffoon, Perry, Yost,
Cox, Laird, Peters,

So the conference report was adopted.

Mr, CASWELL. I ask unanimons consent that the reading of the
names of members voting be dispensed with.

Mr. SCOTT. I object.

The Clerk recapitulated the names.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague from Cal-
ifornia [Mr. MorROW |, but if he were here he would vote ‘ yea,’’ and
consequently I have voted ‘' yea.”

The following additional pairs for the rest of the day were an-
nounced:

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr, WILLIAMS,

Mr. LEe with Mr. PAYSON.

Mr. DAvIDSON, of Florida, with Mr, PETERS,
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Mr. CrAIN with Mr. DAVENPORT.

Mr. CARLTON with Mr, WickHAM. If Mr. WicKHAM were vot-
ing he would vote for the conference report on the tax bill.

Mr. GRANGER and Mr. RussgLy, of Connecticut, were announced
as paired until further notice.

Mr. PETERS was granted leave of absence on account of sickness.

Mr. TAULBEE and Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, were announced as
paired on the conference report on the direct-tax bill. Mr. TAULBEE
would vote for the bill and Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, against it.

Mr. ENLoE and Mr. BUTTERWORTH were announced as paired on
this vote,

The vote was then announced as above recorded.

Mr. GROSVENOR. * Mr. Speaker, I am paired until Saturday with
my colleague, Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, but it is within my knowledge
that if he were present he would probably vote for this bill, and there-
fore I have voted.

Mr. CASWELL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the con-
ference report was adopted; and also move that the motion to reconsider
be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA AND OTHERE NEW STATES.

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I beg to submit a conference report.
The SPEAKER. The report will be read.
The report is as follows:

The ittee of e on the ing votes of the two Houses on
the amendment of the House to the bill of the Senate (3. 185) to provide for the
admission of South Dakota into the Union and for the organization of the Ter-
ritory of North Dakota, having met, after full and free conference have agreed
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its disagr t to the d t of the House
to said bill and agree to the same with an amendment, namely : Strike out all
of said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the following:

“SgecrioN 1. Thatthe inhabitants ot all that part of the area of the United States
now constituting the Territories of Dak Montana, and Washi n, a8 ab
present demribes. may become the States of North Dakota, South ota, Mon-
tana, and Washington, res; ively, as hereinafter provided.

“8gc, 2. The area comprising the Territory of Dakota shall, for the purposes of
this act, be divided on the line of the seventh standard parallel produced due
west to the western boundary of said Territory; and the delegates elected as
hereinafter ded to the constitutional convention in districts north of said
parallel shall assemble in convention, at the time prescribed in this act, at the
city of Bismarck; and the delegates elected .in districts south of said parallel
shall, at the same time, assemble in convention at the city of Sioux Falls,

“Sge, 8. That all persons who are qualified by the laws of said Territories to
vote for representatives to the Legislative Assemblies thereof, are hereby au-
thorized to vote for and choose delegates to form conventions in said proposed
States: and the qualifications for delegates to such conventions shall be such as
by the laws of said Territories respectively persons are uired toa?omosu to
be eligible to the Legislative Assemblies thereof; and the aforesaid delegatesto
form #=aid conventions shall be apportioned within the limits of the proposed
States in such districts as may he established as herein provided, in proportion
to the population in each of said counties and districts, as near as may be, to be
ascertained at the time of making said apportionments by the persons hereinaf-
ter authorized to make the same, from the best information obtainable, in each of
which districts three delegates shall be elected, but no elect shall vote for
more than two persons for delegates to such conventions; that said appoint-
ments shall be made by the governor, the chief-justice, and the secre of
said Territories; and the governors of said Territories shall, by proclamation,
order an election of the delegates aforesaid in each of said proposed States, to
be held on the Tuesday after the second Monday in anr, , which proclama-
tion shall be issued on the 15th day of April, 1889; and such election shall be
condu , the returns made, result ascertained, and the certificates to per-
sons elected to such convention issued in the same manner as is pmscribodpby
the laws of the said Territories regulating elections therein for Delegates to
Con, ; and the number of votes cast for del in each precinct shall
also be returned. The number of delegates to said conventions respectively
shall be seventy-five; and all persons resident in said proposed States, who are
qualified voters of said Territories as herein provided, shall be entitled to vote
upon the election of delegates, and under such rules and lations as said
conventions may prescribe not in confliet with this act, upon the ratification or
rejection of the constitutiona.

“8ec. 4, That the delegates to the conventions elected as provided in this
act shall meet at the seat of government of of said Territories, except the
delegates elected in South Dakota, who shall meet at the city of Sioux Falls, on
the 4th day of July, 1889, and, after or ization, shall declare on behalf of the

ople of said proposed States that they adopt the Constitution of the United

tes; whereupon the eaid conventions shall be, and are hereby, authorized
to form constitutions and State governments for said pro d Slates, respect-
ively. The constitutions shall be republican in form, and make no distinction
in civil ordpolitiml rights on account of race or color, except as to Indians not
taxed, and not be repugnant to the Constitution of the United States and the
principles of the Declaration of Independence. And said conventionsshall pro-
vide, by ordinances irrevocable without the t of the United States and
the people of said States:

“irst. That perfect toleration of religions sentiment shall be secured, and
that no inhabitant of said States shall ever be molested in person or property on
account of his or her mode of religious worship.

‘‘Second. That the people inhabiting said proposed States do g, and de-
clare that they forever disclaim all right and title to the unn.mep ted publie
lands lying within the boundaries thereof, anl to all lands lying within said
limits owned or held by any Indian or Indian tribes; and that until the title
thereto shall have been extinguished by the United States, the same shall beand
remain subject to the disposition of the United States, and said Indian lands
shall remain under the absolute jurisdiction and control of the Congress of the
United States; that the lands belon%glx to citizens of the United States residing
without the said States shall never be taxed at a higher rate than the lands be-
longing to residents thereof; that no taxes shall be imposed by the States on
lands or property therein belonging to or which may hereafter be purchased b;
the United States or reserved for its use. But nothing herein,or in the o'rdlv-
nances herein J;rovided for, shall preclude the said States from faxing as other
lands are taxed any lands owned or held by any Indian who has severed his
tribal relations, and has obtained from the United States or from any person a
title thereto by patent or othel;ldgmnt, save and except such lands as have
been or may be ted to any Indian or Indians under any act of Congress con-
taining a provision exempting the lands thus g 1 from taxation; but said
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ordinances shall provide that all such lands shall be exempt from taxation by
said States so long and to such an extent as such act of Congress may prescribe,
“ Third. That the debts linbilities of said Territories shall be assumed
l‘!:bail:l by said States, vely.
urth. That ‘Pm:stnu shall be made for the establishment and mainten-
ance of systems of public sehools, which shall be open to all the ehildren of said
Bhtas and free from sectarian control.

EC.5. That the convention whieh shall assemble at Bismarck shall form a
mmntutiun and State Fovernmem. for a State to be known as North Dakota,
and the convention which shall assemble at Sioux Falls shall form 2 constitu-
tion and State government for a State to be known as South Dakota: Provided,
That at the election for de.l tes Lo the constitutional convention in South Da-
kota, as hereinbefore vided, each elector may have wrilten or printed on
his ballot the words * or the Sioux Falls constitution,’ or the words ‘Against
the Sioux Falls constitution,' and the votes on this question shall be returned
and canvassed ip the same manner as for the election provided for in saction 8
of this act; andif n mz\]orit of all votes east on this question shall be * Forthe
Sioux Falls constitution’ it shull be the duty of the convention which may as-
semble at Sionx Falls, as herein provided, to resubmit to the people of South
Dalkota, for ratification or r tion at the election hereinafter provided for in
this act, the constitution framed at Sioux Falls and adopted November 3,
1885, and also the articles nndnmipomk‘inns separately submitted at that elec
tion, including the question of 1 the temporary seat of government, with
such changes only as relate to the name and hnnndn.r¥ of the pro State, to
the reapportionment of the judicial and legislative districts, and such amend-
ments as may be necessary in order to comply with the provisions of this act;
and if & majority of the votes cast on the ratification or rejection of the co
tution shall be for the constitution irrespective of the articles separatel uul:r
mitted, the State of South Dakota shall be admi tted as a State in the Union
under said itution as fter provided; but the archives, records,and
books of the Territory of Dakota shnll mmnin st Bi.nnmmk the capital of North
Dakota, until an agreement in isr by said States. But
if at the election for delegates to the constitutional convention in South Da-
kota a majority of all the votes cast at that election shall be “Against the Sioux
Falls constitution,” then and 1n that event 1t spall be the dut diof the oonvan-
tion which will assemble at the city of Sioux Falls on the 4th day of Jul 51
to proeeed to form a constitution and State government as provided in this act
the same as if that question had not been to a vote of the people of
South Dakota.

““8gc, 6. Itshall be the duty of the constitutional conventions of North Dakota
mmthmmwl}ppnintljoint commission, to be com of not less
than three whose duty it shall to assemble at

ismarck, the present seat of government of said Territory, and a, upon an
uitsble djvi.don of all propeny belonging to the Territory of ota, the dis-
50! records, and also adjust and agree upon the amount of the
bts and Iiah lities of the Territory, wi shall be assumed and paid by each
the proposed States of North Dakota and South Dakota; and the agreement
mnhod respecting the Territorial debts and liabilitiea shall be incorporated in
,the ive tituti and each of said States shall itself to pay
its munion of such debts and liabilities the same as if they been created
States respectively

“8rc.7.. 1f ths muﬁimﬂm formed fur both North Dakota and South Dakota
shall be rej 1 by the ple atthe ti for the ratification or rejection of
their otiv tituti as provided for in this act, the Territorial govern-
ment of leul.n shall continue in existence the same as if this act had not been
Ent if the eonstitution formed for either North Dakota or South Dar

ta shall be the that part of the Territory so rejecting
preposed eonstitution shall continue under the Territorial government of u:m
pmant’l‘emlnry of Dakota, but after the State ado

of by or under the authority of any aet of Congress, other lands equiva-
nt thereto, in legal subdivisions of not less than one-quarter section, and as
contignous as may be te the section in lieu of which the same is taken, are
hereby granted to said States for the support of such ind
mty lands to be selected within said Smles in such manner as lho slature
¥ provide, with the approval of i.ha Smreta.ry of the Interior: That
the sixteenth and thirty-sixth t reservations for
national purposes shall not, at any time, be subject to the grauts nor to the in-
demnity provisions of this act, nor shall any lands embraced in Indian, mili-
tary, or other reservations of any character, be subject to the grants or to the
indemnity provisions of this act until the reservation shall have been extin-
guished and such lands be restored to.and b a part of, the publicdomain,

**8ec. 11. That all lands herein granted for educational purpomshnl be dis-
posed of only at pnhﬁe sa]e. and ata price not less than §10
to ute n pe: I fund, the interest of wh d: only ah-rl be ex-
pended in the nup'poﬂ. ofsnid schools, Bat said lands , under such regula-
tions as the Legi.aimras shnll pmoribo. be leased for pe of not more than
five years, in quantiti ding 1 section to any one person or company;
and such land shall uot ba subject to re—emption homestead entry, or any
other entry under the land laws of the ted States, whether surveyed or une
surveyed, but shall be reserved for sohool urposes only.

“Sec. 12, That upon the admission of each of said St,n.tea into the Union, in ag-
cordance with the provisions of this act, fifty sections of the unaj mprtn,tod pub-
lic lands within said States, to be selected and loeated in lmPpubdivisions as

rovided in section 10 of this act, shall be, and are hereby, granted to said States
or the purp of blie buildings at the capital of said States for leg-
islative, executive, and judfcln.l purposes.

‘*8gc. 13. That 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of public lands lyi
within said States which shall be sold by the United States sul uent lothe
mission of said States into the Union, after deducting allihe
to the same, shall be paid to the said States, to beusedasa parmanem. l'und t.lm
interest of which only shall be expended for the rtof the
within said State, mrecl.ive]

“*8ec. 14 That the lands granted tothe Territoriesof Dalkota and Montana by
the act of February 13, 1851, entitled ‘An act to grant muds to Dakota, Montana,
Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming for university ses,' are hereby vested in
the States ot South Dakota, North Dakota, an ontana, respoctively, if such
Statesare admitted into the Union, as provided in this act, tothe extentof the full
quantity of seventy-two sections to each of said States, and any portion of said
lands that may not have been selected by a‘:umr of aa.!d Terrrilorles of Dakota
or Montana may be selected by the respective id; but said act of
February 18, 1881, shall be so amended as to provide that none of said lands
sha!l be sold for less than $10 per acre, and the proeeeds shall constitute a per-
manent fund to be safely invested and held by said States severally, and the in-
come thereof be used exclusively for univers L{ urposes. And such quautity
of the lands authorized by the fourth section of tge act of July 17, 1854, to be re-
served for university purposes in the Territory of Washington, as, together with
the lands confirmed to the vendees of the Territory by the act of March 14. 1864,
will make the full quantity of seventy-two entire sections, are hereby ted in
like manner to the State of Wa,uhin{:ton for the p of a university in said
State. None of the lands granted in this section al be sold at less than €10
per ncre; but said lands may be leased in the same manner as provided in
section 11 of thisaet. The schoois, eolleges, and universities provided forin this
act shall forever remain under the exclusive control of the said States, respect-
ively, and no part of the proceeds arising from the sale or disposal of any lands
herein granted for educational purposes shall be used for the support of any see-
tarian or denominational school, college, or university. The section of land
gran by the act of June 16, 1880, to the Territory of Dakota, for an asylum for
the i shall, upon the admisuion nf said State of South Dakota into the

pting its
18 admitted inf tothal]nion.benﬂ]edhythonmnfthe Territory of North Da-
humwSmﬂiDtkuh.nlhemmaybrM hat if either of the pro~
mndbm:onmﬂdndﬁnh&hmmahﬂlmmﬂmwnsﬁ which msay be
submitted for ratificati at the el provided therefor, the gov-
uaorartha'ren-ltoryinwhnhnuh d ution was rej i;u

issue his pmchmndon reconvening the delegat lected to the co

whlrzh’ d such reje fixing the Lime an lnoeatwhichm:d
le; and when so assembled lheynlmfl to form.

mo_tTmr itutionor to d the rejected constitution, and submit such

new titud led constitution to the of State

for ratification or wouhcm at such time as said nomemi.onnaytfdmmins. and
all the provisions of Lhis act, so far as applicable, shall apply tosuch convention
badstnhxitothamlﬁtuthn which myboformul its ratification or

Sgc. 8. That the constitutional convention which mgmhhinﬁcuth])n.—
ordinance for resubmitting the Sioux Falls

Union, becoma the property of said 8

*'SEC. 15. That so much of the lnmls belonging to the United Siates as have
been noqulred and set apart for the purpose mentioned in *An act approprintin
money for the erection of a penitentiary in the Territory of Dakota,’ apprrov
March 2, 1881, together with the buildings thereon, be, and the same is hereby,
g'remted.. with any unexpended balances of the moneys a-mmprlntad
therefor by said act, to said State of South Dakota, for the purposes therein des-
ignated ; and the States of North Dakota and Washington shall, respectively,
have like graats for the same purpose, and subject to like terms and conditions
as provided insaid act of March 2, 1881, for the Territory of Dakota. The peni-
tentiary at Deer Lodge City, Mont., and all lands connected therewith and set
apart and rweﬂ'ed therefor, are nted to the State of Montana.

‘SEC. 16, That 90,000 acres of land, to be selected and loeated as provided in

section 10 of this aet, are hereby g'mnted to each of said States, except to the
State of South. Dnlmtn. to whieh 120,000 acres are granted, for the use and sup-

kota shall provide by
d]ﬂﬁ,aﬂerhﬂn‘mdodmemu pmidad in smﬁon&ofthhmm
the people of SBouth Dakota for ratifi at an tion to be held
therein on the first in Cretober, 1839 but if said constitutional conven-
tion is authorized and 1 to form & new constitution for South Dakota it
shall ravideﬁm-submﬁhnxtbemein like manner tothe dp]eorSuuthDa-
kota for ratification or rejection at an election to be held in sai State
on the said first Tuesday in Oetober. And l.hoeonstimﬁmulwnm ns which
may assemble in North Dalkota, Montana, and Washington shall providein like
nu.nner for su.bmitting the constitutions ﬂn-med by them t.o tha Peopla of said
States, respectively, for ratificati to be held
anald roposed States on the first Tuesday m"“‘L Al.tlm‘ tions pro-
vided lbrin ﬂtl.naeotlon tho qualified voters of said proposed States shall vote
dlmeﬂy for ar against th and fororagainst any articles
propositions napamml ; submitted. The returns of said elections shall be
mada to the secretary of au:h of said Territories, who, with the governor and
chief-justice thereof, or any two of them, shall canvass the same; il A ma-
jority of thelegal votes cast shall be for the constitution the governor shall cer-
tify the result to the President of the United States, er with a statement
of t.lm votes cast thereon nnr.l upousepamte articles or propositions, and a cop 1y
ion, a and ordinances. And if the const
tutkmnand governments uf mld proposed States are republican in form, and if
allthe provisions of lhis act have been ¢ mplied with in the formation thereof, it
shall be the duty of the l"ml.dan! uftim United States to issue his {)hmdmuion

port of 1l colleges in said States, as provided in the acts of Congress
making donations of lands for such p

“*Sec. 17. That in lieu of the mntg land for })urposuqf internal improwve-
ment made to new States by the eighth section of the act of September 4, 1841,
which act is hereby repealed as to the States provg for by this act, and in
lieu of any claim or demand by the said States, or either of them, under the act
of September 28, 1850, and section 2479 of the Revised Statutes, makmga grant
of swamp and overflowed lands to certain States, which grant it is hereby de-
clared is not extended to the States provided for in this act, and in lieu of any
mni! of saline lands to said States, the following grants of land are hereby made,
to wit:

Mo the State of South Dakota: For the school of mines, 40,000 acres; for the
reform schoaol, 40,000 acres; for the deaf and dumb lam, 40,000 acres; the
agricultural college, 40, 000 acres; for the university, 40,000 acres; for State nor-
mal schools, 80,000 acres; for pui:l!e buildings at the capital of said State, 50,000
acres; andfor such other educational and charitable pu as the Legislature
of said State may determine, 170,000 seres; in all, 500,

“To the State of North Dakota a like gumltity of hnd as is in (his section
granted to the State of South Dakota, and to be for like purposes, and in like
proportion as far as practicable.

“Ta the State of Montana : For the establishmentand maint of aschool
of mines, 100,000 acres; for State normal schools, 100,000 acres; for agricultural
colleges, in addition to the grant hereinbefore made for that purpose, 50,000
a]ll:rcs for the establishment of a State reform school, 50,000 acres; for the estab-

the in each, and t
States wmc’h have nd.o‘pted
in provided shall be deemed admitted by C
by virtue of this act on an equal fooling wii.h
the date of said p
*Skc, 9, That mml the next general eensus, or until otherwise provided by
1aw, said States shall be entitled to one Representative in the House of Repre-
ot A e Bovtasentatiyents the iy frst Congroms togethor with the gov.
3 presentatives 8 toge! W V-
ernors and other officers provided for in said tituti may be 50
the same day of the election for the ratification or _‘ i ofum
and until said State officers are elected mde? nder the pmvhunns of
each constitution and the States, mspnmiv .m admitud into the ‘Uniou,
the Territorial officers shall of their ve
offices in each of said Territories,
"Em 10. That upon the admission of umhnf mdShtuiubotheUnion
numbered 16 and 36 in every township of

wnsﬁtnuons and fnmcd&ﬂm?mmnuu  here-
into the Union under and
e original States from and after

sections pmpoudahlu.md,
where such sections, or any parts thereof, have been sold or otherwise dis-

' to select, in legal subdivisions, an equal quant{ty

t of a deaf and dumb asylum, 50,000 acres; for publie Imi].dings at the
ital of the State, in addition to the grauhhaminbeforemado tor that purpose,

150,000 acres,

g the State of Washington : For the establishment and maintenance of a
scientific school, 100,000 acres ; for State normal schools, 100,000 acres; for public
buildings at the State capital in addition to the grant herein fore made for
that purpose, 100,000 acres; for State charitable, educational, penal and reforma-
tory mati!utions, 200,000 acres.

“That the States provided for in this act shall not be entitled to any further
or othier grants of land for any purpose than as expressly provided in this act.
And the lands nted by this section shall be held, appropriated, and dism
of exclusively for the pur herein mentioned, in such manner as
Intures of the respective States may severally provide.

“8gc. 18. That all mineral lands shall be exempted from the granis made by
this act. But if sections 16 and 36, or any subdivision or portion of any smallest
subdivision thereof in any township shall be nd by the Department of the

Interior to be mineral lands, said States are authorized and empowered
of other unappropriated
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llands in said States, in lien thereof, for the use and the benefi of the

Ischools of said States,

| *“8eq, 19, That all lands granted in quantity or as indemnity by this act shall’

'be selected, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, from the sur-
veyed, unreserved, and unappropriated public lands of the United States within
Jthe limits of the respective States entitled thereto. And thereshall bededucted
from the number of acres of land donated by this act for specific objects to said
}sum the number of acres in each heretofore donated by Congress to said Ter-
'ritories for similar objects.

| “Sge, 20, Thatthe sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, 10 each of said Territories for defraying the expenses of the said con-
lventions, except to Dakota, for which the sum of $0,000 is so appropriated,
820,000 each for South Dakota and North Dakota, and for the payment of the
members thereof, under the same rules and regulations and at the same rates
as are now provided by law for the payment of the Territorial Legislatures.
Any money Eerehy npﬁmarinted not necessary for such purpose shall becovered
into the Treasury of the United States.

“8ro, 21. Thateach of said States, when admitted asaforesaid, shall constitute
one judicial district, the names thereof to be the eame as the namesof the States,
respectively; and the eircuit and district courts therefor shall be held at the
eapital of such State for the time-being, and each of said districts shall, for judi-
cial purposes, until dtherwise provided, be attached to the eighth judi cir-
cuit, except Washington and Montana, which shall be attached to £ ninth ju-
dicial circuit, There shall be appointed for each of said districts one district
judge, one United States attorney, and one United States marshal. The judge of

of said districts shall e o yearly salary of $3,500, payable in four equal
installments, on the 1st days of January, April, July, and ber of each year,
and shall reside in the district. Theres be appointed clerks of said courts
in each district, who shall keep their offices at the capital of said State. The
regular terms of said courts shall be held in each district, at the place aforesaid,
onthe first Monday in April, and the first Monday in November of each year,
and only one grand jury and one petit jury shall be summoned in both said eir-
cuitand district courts. The cint:it and tliistrict eo::l:-la for each of smdagilst_riom,
and the ju thereof, 'vely, shall possess the same powers juris-
diction, jm:i‘;fom th'emnﬁen required to be performed by the other cir-
cuit and district courts and gudgu of the United States, and shall be governed
the same laws and regulations. The marshal, district attorney, and clerks
the circuit and district courts of each of said districts,and all other officersand
persons performing duties in the administration of justice therein, shall sever-
ally possess the powersand perform the dutieslawfully possessed and required
to L performed by similar officers in other districts of the United States; and
perform, recelve the fees and com] nastzion

r duties

shall, for the services they may
allowed by lnfw to other similar officers and persons performing si
in the State of Ne B,

“8ec. 22, That all cases of a.ggenl or writ of error lieretofore prosecuted and
now pending in the Supreme C8urt of the United States upon any record from
the supreme court of either of the Territories mentioned in thisact, or that may
herm‘a.xer lawfully be prosecuted upon any record from either of said courts
may be heard and determined by said Supreme Court of the United States. An
the mandate of execution or of further proceedingsshall be dirscted by the Su-

reme Court of the United States to the cireunit or district court hereby estab-
Piahed within the State succeeding the Territory from which suchrecord is or
may be pending, or to the supreme court.of snch State, as the nature of the case

may require: Providsd, That the mandste of execution or of further proceed-
ings shall, in cases arising in the Territory of Dakota, be directed by the Su-
reme Court of the United States to the circuit or district court of the districtol

uth Dakota, or to the supreme court of the State of South Dakota, or to the
cireuit or district court of the district of North Dakota, or to the supreme court
of the State of Nerth Dakota, or to the supreme court of the Territory of North
Dakota, as the nature of the case may require. And each of the cirenit, dis-
trict, and State courts, herein named, shall, respectively, be the successor of the
supreme court of the Territory, as to all such cases nrki-ng within the limits
embraced within the jurisdiction of such courts, respectively, with full power
to proceed with the same, and award mesne or final process therein; and that
from all judgments and decrees of the supreme eourt of either of the Territo-
ries mentioned in this act, in any case arising within the limits of any of the
proposed States prior to admission, the parties to such judgment shall have the
game right to prosecote ls and writs of error to the Supreme Court of the
United States as they shall bave had by law prior to the admission of said State
into the Union,

“8Ec, 23, That in to all cases, proceedings, and matters now pending
in the supreme or district courts of either of the Territories mentioned in this
actat the time of the admission into the Union of either of the States mentioned
in this act, and arising within the limits of any such State, wl { the circuit

act, wheth d by the Legislatures of said Territories or by Congress, are
“hereby repealed.”
And that the House e to the same,
That the Senate recede from its disagr tof the House
to the title of said bill and to the same so amended as to read as follows :
“An act to provide for the division of Dakota into two States and to enable the
people of North Dakota, S8outh Dalkota, Montana, and Washington to form con=
stitutions and State governments, and to be admitted into the Union.on an equal
gmtinp;' with the original States, and to make donations of public lands to-such
tates,”
And that the House agree to the same.
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House
striking out the preamble of said bill, and agree to the same.

t tothea d

. M. SPRINGER,
CHAS, 8. BAKE
Managers on the part of the House,
0. H. PLATT,
8. M. CU .
M. C. BUTLE
Managerson the part of the Senate.
Mr. SPRINGER (after the introductory portion of the report had
been read). I ask unanimons consent thatthe statement of the House

conferees be now read, and after that I think the Hounse will not de-
sire the reading of the full text of the amendment.-

The SPEAKER. The report seems to embody the entire bill.

Mr. SPRINGER. It does.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The statement of the House conferees
referred to by my colleague from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] embraces a
concise statement of the substance of the entire bill, and I think its
reading will prove satisfactory to the House. After it has been read,
if any gentleman desires, then the bill can be read in full.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman froni Illinois and the gentleman
from New York ask unanimous consent that for the present the read-
ing of the amendment be dispensed with, and that the statement made
by the managers of the conference on the part of the House be first
read, with the right to have the report read in full thereafter if desired.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows:

The managers on the part of the House submit the following statement of the
effect the amendment proposed will have upon the measure:

The amendment which the House in the first inst dop
bill 185 provided for submitting to the people akota the question of dividing
the Territory o as to form two States, and red a majority of all votes cast
in each State to authorize division., If divided in this manner the
States of North Dakota and South Dakota would be formed. If not, the State
of Dakota wonld be formed, and provision was made for admission in either
event. The Territories of Montana, Washington, and New Mexico were also
authorized to form constitutions and State governments and to beadmitted into
the Union as States. The ituti s0 d were to be submitted to Con-
gress for approval before admission, except in the case of South Dakota and
Montana, which were to be brought in on certain contingencies through proe-
lamation of the President.

The comnmittee of conference having failed in the first instance to agree, re-
ported the disagreement to the two Houses, and on the 15th instant the House
of Representatives adopted the following reselution, instructing the
on the part of the House as set forth therein :

**Resolved, Thatthe House instructs the managers of the further conference on
the part of the House to recede from the amendments of the House to the bill
(8.1%5) to provide for the admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union
and for the organization of the Territory of Neorth Dakota in the following re-

spects :
**1."That the Territory of New Mexico and the proposed new State thereof m
be excluded from the Hll. E o
“2. That the bill may be soamended in conference astoprovide for the admis-
sion of South Dakota by proclamation of the President under the Sioux Falls

tad =1 Fe,

or district courts by this act established might have had jurisdiction under the
laws of the United States had such courts existed at the time of the

titution, to be resubmitted to the pe:gle of South Dakota, with provisions
fora new election of State and Federal officers and without a new vote on the
Asdal H

ment of such cases, the said cirenit and distriet courls, respectively, shall be the
successors of said supreme and district courts of said Territory; and in respect
to all other cases, proceedings, and matters pending in the supreme or district
courts of any of the Territories mentioned in this act at the time of the admis-
sion of such Territory into the Union, arising within the limits of said proposed
State, the courts established by such State shall, respectively, be the successors
of said supreme and district Territorial courts; and all the files, records, indict-

ts, and p ings relating to any such casea shall be transferred to such
circuit, distriet, and Siate courts, respectively, and the same shall be proceeded
with therein in due course of law; but no writ, action, indictment, cause, or pro-
ceeding now pending, or that prior to the admission of any of the States men-
tione:ﬁn this act shall be pending in any Territorial court in any of the Terri-
tories mentioned in this act, shall abate by the admission of any such State into
the Union, but the same shall be transferred and proceeded with in the proper
United States circuit, district, or State court, as the case may be: Provi Tone-
ever, Thatin all civil actions, causes, and proceedings, in which the United States
is not a party, transfers shall not be made to the cirenit and distrieteourts of the
United States except upon written request of one of the parties to such action
or proceeding filed in the proper court; and in theabsenee of such request, such
cases shall be proceeded with in the proper State courts.

“ Sgc, 24. That the constitutional conventions may, by ordinance, vide for
the election of officers for full State governments, including members of the
Legislatures and Representativesin the Fifty-first Congress; but said State gov-
ernments shall remain in abeyance until the States shall be admitted into the
Union, respectively, as provided in thisact. Inease the constitution of any of
eaid proposed States shall be ratified by the people, but not otherwise, the Legis-
lature thereof may assemble, organize, and elect two Senatorsof the United
Btates; and the governor and secretary of state of such proposed State shall
certifly the election of the Senators and Representatives in the manner required
by law; and when such State is admitted into the Union the Senatorsand Rep-
resentatives shall be entitled to be admitted to seals in Congress, and to all the
rightsand privileges of Senators and Representatives of other States in the
Congress of the Uniled States; and the officers of the State governments formed
in pur of said itutions, as provided by the constitutioual conven-
tions, shall proceed to exercise all the functions of auch State officers ; and all
laws in force made by said Territories, at the time of their admission into the
Union, shall be in force in said States, except as modified or changed by this
act or by the constitutions of the States, respectively.

“8Ec. 25. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this

f division.

“s. Fur&hergroaﬂ that the proposed Statesof North Dakota, Montana, and
Washington shall h:lﬁmitted on the same basis, 1. e, all of them under procla-
mations by the President.

“ Further, that such metters as relate to the election of de and the appor-
tionment of the districts from which members of the convention are to be elected,
the date of holding conventions and the date of resubmission of the South Da-
kota constitution, and the location of the temp v seat of gover tin South
Dakota, and such other matters as are not included in the instructions sbove re-
cited, bo refi d to the it of conference for their discretion.”

The managerson the part of the House have complied with these instructions
and have also agreed to recommend that certain amendments insisted upon by
il ol She e oing seraintion Ts atead {a. - Hhe Sill ot Ao
paragraph o oregoing resolution to. 88 Now agree:
upon provides for the division of Dakota into two States without further vote
on that questien, and authorizes the people of North Dakota, South Dakota,
Montana, and Washington to form constitutions and State governmemnts, The
Territory of New Mexico has been excluded from the bill.

The election of delegates to the constitutional conventions in each of said
proposed States is to be held on the Tuesday after the second Monday in May,
1889, and the proclamation calling this election shall be issued by the governor
of each Territory on the 15th d.ng of April prior thereto.

In the l‘;l:'l":mmmﬂ. State of South Dakota, at the election for delegates to the
constitutional eonventi the electors may vote for or against “the Sioux
Falls constitution,' and if a majority shall vote in favor of that constitution
the delegates when assembled in convention are required to amend that con-
stitution in refi to the b dary and name, to the reapportionment of the
judicial and legislative districts, and in such other manner as is uired by
this act, and fo resubmit the same to the ;l:eople, together with the articles and
propositions separately submitted at the election in 1885, when the Sioux Falls
constitution was adopted, including the question of 1 ing the t ¥
seat of government. And if a majority should be against the Sioux Falls con-
stitution, the delegates when assembled in eonvention shall proceed to forma
new constitution in the same manuner as if no proposition had been submitted
in regard to the Sioux Falls constitution.

The constitutional conventions in all of the proposed States are required to
assemble at the capitals of the Territories, except in South Dakota, in which the

convention will assemble at Sioux Falls on the 4th day of July, 1889, and after
constitutions have been formed as provided in the act, they are to be submitted
to the people of the proposed States for ratification or reiection at

to
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be held in each on the first Tuesday of October, 1889, at which time the conven-

tions may provide for the eleetion of the officers for full Slate governments. If

the constitutions and governments of said proposed States are republican in
form, and if all the provisions of this act have been complied with in the forma-
tion h:eroof. it is made the duty of the President of the United States to issue
his procl tion neing the result of the election in each State, and there-
upon the proposed States which have adopted constitutions and formed State
ﬁ:mmanh. as herein provided, shall be deemed admitted by Congress into

Union, under and by virtue of this act, on an equal footing with the origi-
nal States, from and after the date of the proclamation.

A provision is also inserted in the bill to the effect that if any of the proposed
States shall reject the constitution submitted in October, the governor of the
Territory shall reassemble the convention for the pur of forming a new con-
stitution or amendimtho rejected constitution. And all the provisions of this
act, as far as ap%:l le, are to apply to such convention so sssembled and to
the constitution it may form, to its ratification or rejection, and to the admis-

sion of the proposed State,

The provisions in regard to the public lands are retained substanlially as
passed the House, with the exception that the proviso in rd to the settle-
ment of thesixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of unsurveyed lands is stricken
out, and it is provided that such lands shall not be subject to pre-emption,
homestead entry, or any other entry under the laws of the United States, whether
surveyed or unsurveyed, but shall be reserved for school purposes oniy.

Sections 21,22, and 23 of the bill as now upon provide for the creation
of United States district and circuit courts in each of the proposed States, and
for the appointment of a United Statesdistrict judge, United Siates marshal, and
United States attorney in each, and for the transfer of causes from Territorial
courts to such ecourts as may thereafter have jurisdiction of such causes.

That part of the House amendment which authorized a vote in the Territory
of Washington on the question of changing the name of that Territory is stricken

o%im these changes the bill is substantially the same as was provided in the
amendment to the Senate bill which passed the House in the first instance.
All of which is respectfully submitted. 2
. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER,
- GEO. T. BARNES,
CHAS. 8. BAKER,
Managers on the part of the House of Represenlatives,
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
SPRINGER] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of
the report of the committee of conference.
There was no objection. -
On motion of Mr. SPRINGER the latter portion of the report, follow-
ingsection 25 of the amendment, was read as printed above.
Mr, SPRINGER. I demand the previous question on the adoption
of the mﬁoﬂ, and I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.

BARNES].

Mr. BAKER, of New Yorl@® I suppose that after the previons ques-
tion is ordered there will be fifteen minutes for debate on each side.

Mr. COX. Why debate it at all?

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I do not want to debate it, but I want
to have the previous question ordered.

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
BARNES].

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the purpose of mak-
ing a speech. I know how useless it would be to make a speech at
this stage in the history of this legislation. I merely wish to say a
word or two in explanation of the position which I occupy on this
question, and I shall do scarcely more than state what that position is.

I have united with the other conferees of the House in a statement

which accompanies the report as evidence of the fact of the correct- |-

ness of that statement in showing the history of the different stages of
legislation on this subject in the various propositions which have been
before the Senate and the House. I have tried to bring myself to the
conclusion to sign this report, which has been signed by the three con-
ferees on the part of the te and by two conferees on the part of the
House. But, sir, after full and earnest and faithful reflection on this
subiect, with a deep desire to come to the same conclusion which has
been reached by my associates, I conld not conscientiously sign the re-
port which they have signed, and I have therefore withheld my name
from the recommendation in favor of the passage of this bill. I shall
not attempt at this stage of the discussion to enter into any argument
upon it. I will not weary or delay the Hounse now. I have reasons,
and they are controlling with myself. I shall content myself simply
with a vote in the negative. :

Mr. SPRINGER. I move the previous question.

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof
the report of the committee of conference was adopted.

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the report
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on
the table.

The latter motion was agreed to. [Loud applause. |

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. BLoUNT, Mr. TAULBEE, and others addressed the Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, CrRisp). The Chair will lay before
the House a message from the President of the Unitéd States and several
other executive communications.

LANDS OF SEMINOLE INDIANS.

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the Hounse the following mes-

sage from the President of the United States:

To the Congress:
I herewith submit for your consideration a communication from the Secretary
of the Interior, tran: .itting a proposition made on behalf of the Seminole Na-

tion of Indians for the relingquishment to the United States of their right to cer-

tain lands in the Indian Territory.
GROVER CLEVELAND,
ExECUTIVE MAXNsION, February 19, 1889,

The message, with the accompanying documents, was referred to the
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. BLoUNT, Mr. TAULBEE, and others addressed the Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will please be in order.
The Chair, acting under the rules, is laying before the House matters
which are on the Speaker’s table.

Mr. PEEL. I askthatthe Committee on Indian Affairs be permitted
to report back at any time on the message of the President, just referred.

The SPEAKER pro {empore. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr,
PEEL] asks nnanimous consent that the Committee on Indian Afiairs
may have the privilege of reporting at any time on the m and ac-
oo;;:g;nying papers just laid before the House, and referred to that com-
mi 3

Mr. RANDALL. I object.

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to submit a privileged matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to lay before the
House, under the rule, papers which are on the Speaker’s table and
which are the first thing in order. What is the proposition of the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]? 3

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to make a report—a privileged report.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first lay before the
House several communications which are on the Speaker’s table,

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the
Acting Becretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of deficien-
cies in appropriations for the service of the District of Columbia for
the fiscal years 1888 and 1889; which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

IMPROVEMENT OF EEY WEST, FLA,

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from
the Secretary of War, transmitting a preliminary report of a board of
engineers upon the further improvement of the entrance to Key West
Harbor, Florida; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors, and ordered to be printed.

SUSPENDED LAND ENTRIES,

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a list of suspended land en-
tries adjudicated by the Commissioner of the General Land Office and
confirmed by the board of equitable adjudication for the year ending
June 30, 1888; which was referred to the Committee on the Public
Lands, and ordered to be printed.

WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD COMPANY.

The SPEAKER pro iempore also laid before the House the annual re-
port of receipts and disbursements of the Washington and Georgetown
Railroad Company; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.

ENROLLED EBILLS BIGNED.

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that
they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 8557) for
the relief of Dr, David Bell; when the Speaker signed the same.

CENSUS.

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H.
R. 1659) to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses;
gaid bill having been returned from the Senate with amendments.

Mryr. COX. If there be no obtjection, I would like to have these
amendments of the Senate concurred in.

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not press that proposi-
tion now.

Mr. COX. If there be objectian I will not press it, but I do not
think the proposition will be objected to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the request of
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. Unanimous consent is
asked to consider now the amendments of the Senate to the bill the
title of which has just been read. Is there objection?

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objeclion is made.

Mr. COX. Allow me one moment.

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly.

Mr. COX. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on the
Censns, with the privilege to report back at any time.

Mr. RANDALL. I object to that.

Mr. COX. It is urgent bnsiness.

Mr. RANDALL. Thereisother urgent business. Thereisobjection
to its coming back at any time.

= WILLIAM ENGLISH.

The SPEAKER pro tempore 1aid before the House the bill (H. R. 3721)
aunthorizing the President to appoint William English an officer in the
regular Army of the United States, returned from the Senate with
amendment.

Mr. HOOKER. I move thatthe amendmentof the Senate be agreed

to.
Mr. RANDALL. I object.
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Mr, HOOKER. Let it remain, then, upon the table.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hearsno objection, and that
will be done.
STATUE OF LEWIS CASS.

The SPEAKER pgo fempore laid before the House the following reso-
lutions:

Resolved bythe Senale (the House of Representalives concurring), That the thanks
of Con, be tendered to the governor, and through him to the people of the
State of Michigan, for the statue of Lewis Cass, whose name is so conspicuously
connecled with the development of the Northwest Territory and with eminent
gervices to his State and country both at home and abroad.

Resolved, That the statue is accepted in the name of the nation and assigned
& place in the old Hall of Representatives, and that a copy of these resolutions,
signed by the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Repre-
sentatives, be transmitted to the governor of the State of Michigan.

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent that to-
morrow at half past 3 o’clock in the afternoon these resolutions be
considered by the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, and Mr. LYNCH objected.

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, no one rizes to object.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman froi Pennsylvania
[Mr. KyNcH] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. O’NEALL] have
objected.

Mr. CHIPMAN. Well, then, I will put the hour at 4 o’clock in the
afternoon.

Mr. RANDALL. These resolutions can be considered by the House,
and after they have been disposed of the House can then proceed to
other business,

Mr. CHIPMAN. I will say 4 o’clock to-morrow afternoon.

Mr. LYNCH. I object.

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolutions
will be referred to the Committee on the Library.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. GALLINGER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab-
sence for three days, commencing Thursday morning, on account of
important business.

3 LANDS OF SEMINOLE INDIANS.

Mr. PEEL. I ask by unanimous consent that the President’s mes-
sage which was laid before the House be withheld and be allowed to
remain upon the Speaker’s table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1t has been laid before the House, and
has been referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Mr. PEEL. T desire that it shall remain upon the Speaker’s table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs will be discharged from the further consideration
of the President’s message, and it will be allowed to remain upon the
Speaker’s table. Is there objection?

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

STATUE OF LEWIS CASS,

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, in view of the refusal to
take up and consider the resolutions which have come from the Senate
accepting the statue of Lewis Cass, will the Speaker please tell us what
we are to do with the statue if it is not accepted ?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is hardly a parliamentary in-
quiry.

A MeMBER. Take an evening session to the resolutions.

PURCHASE OF PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT.

Mr. TAULBEE. Irise to submit the report of the committee io
investigate the purchase of real estate for the District of Columbia.

Mr. RANDALL., Has that committee the right to report at any
time?

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir.

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to ask a question.

Mr. TAULBEE. Whatisit?

Mr. BLOUNT, Is.the object of the gentleman from Kentucky to
present his report in order to have it printed ?

Mr. RANDALL., Hasthecommittee the right to reportatany time?

Mr. TAULBEE. It has the right to report at any time. ‘You may
rely on me for that. [Iaughter.ﬁ

Mr. RANDALL. Examine the record.

Mr. TAULBEE. Thereis an order of the House authorizing the
committee to report at any time by bill or otherwise. I request that
the views of the minority be submitted with those of the majority,
and, together with the accompanying testimony, be printed.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. With the reports? :

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly; and the whole matter be re-referred to
the committee.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I objectto that.
be discharged from further action on the subject.

The SPEAKER. ‘When was the report made?

Mr. TAULBEE. The report is now submitted.

Mr. RANDALL. Subject to the inquiry it is a privileged report,
and that the committee has the right to report at any time.

Mr. TAULBEE. Itis privileged. [Laughter.]

Let the committee

Mr. RANDALL. I have no recollection tkat leave was given the
committee to reporl at any time.

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not desire to consume the time of the House
by deciding questions of order. [Laughter. ]

Mr. RANDALL. Well, no; I desire the Speaker to decide thisques-
tion. ;

Mr. TAULBEE. Idonotthink the gentleman from New York would
have any objection to the request I made.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I bave most decided objections.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the resolution.

Mr. TAULBEE. A copy of the resolution is submitted in the report
of the committee.

The SPEAKER. The resolution gives the committee leave to report
by bill or otherwise at any time.

Mr, ROWELL. I move that the committee be discharged from the
further consideration of the subject.

The SPEAKER. That motion is nnnecessary. When a select com-
mittee makes its report, unless it be recommitted to the committee, it
is necessarily discharged from the further consideration of the suhject.

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not believe we will disagree; and I submitto
the gentleman from Illinois that the object of the recommitment is for
the purpose of correcting whatever mistakes may have been made in °
the testimony, and for the purpose of further considering whether or
not the committee should take further action. I desire to state that I
represent the minority of the committee.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. My friend is the minority.

Mr. REED., How many are therein the minority ?

Mr. TAULBEE. Iam the minority of the committee.

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the majority of the committee ?

Mr. BLOUNT. I appeal to the gentleman from Kentucky-——

The SPEAKER. This matter is not debatable except by unanimous
consent.

Mr. RANDALL. I object to debate.

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not desire to debate the question, but simply
to state to my friend from Kentucky thatI yielded to him, as I under-
stood, to ask consent to have the report printed. I now ask him to
withdraw it, as it seems likely to lead to protracted debate.

Mr. TAULBEE. I did not bring about any protracted debate; it is
not my fault. -

The SPEAKER. The question is on the recommittal of the report.

Theaquestion was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 59,
noes 7

Mr. TAULBEE. I make the point that no quornm has voted; and
pending that, I demand the yeas and nays.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States, by
Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, was received.

INVESTIGATION OF SCHOOL-SITE PURCHASES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky demands the yeas
and nays on the motion to recommit.

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote understandingly on
the question that is submitted, and ask for a statement of the ques-
tion.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated it.

Mr. CHEADLE. There has been no statement as to the report. I
am asked to recommit a report which I do not know anything about.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to have it read.

Mr. CHEADLE. Then I demand the reading of the report.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask by unanimous consent the report
of the majority be read, and that I think will satisfy everybody.

The SPEAKER. There is no report but that of the majority.

Mr. TAULBEE. In the reading of the report, on the demand of the
gentleman from Indiana, does that also include the reading of the views
of the minority? 3

The SPEAKER. It does not.

Mr. TAULEEE. I ask by unanimous consent they be read in con-
nection with the rt.

Mr. RANDALL. Iobject.

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let the evidence be read in connection
with this report. [Laughter.]

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That will take too much time.

Mr. CRISP. Pending that, if all that mass of papers at the desk is
to be read, I call up the contested-election case.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Thatis the testimony. The reading
of this bill will not take long.

The SPEAKER. The report is brief, and the Clerk will read it.

The Clerk read as follows:

The undersigned bers of the
the House, a copy of which is as follows:

**Ix THE HoUSE oF REFPRESENTATIVES, January 14, 1880,

**Mr, HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, submitted
the %ﬂ““‘“ﬁa?‘ﬂi“ua e w:wspnpm's hat th miss Dis-
=5 ereas it is n certainne 1. @ com ioners of th
trict of Columbia have, in purct of real estate within :nd for th: use

ittee appointed under a resolution of

of the District of Columbia, paid “1.:) and through certain agents appointed or
employed by them prices above that asked or received by the vendors orownera
of such property, contrary to law : Therefc

ore,




2118

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 20,

“ Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives appoint aspecial
committee of five members to investigate the matter of the purchases of real
bf the iesi 3 of the District, and report to the House in writing,

at any time, by bill or otherwise; and that said committee be furnished a ste-
nographer by assignment by the Speaker from theroll of stenographers now in
the employ of the House; and that they be authorized to employ a clerk at a

wmgnmtiou of $6 per day; and that said committee be authorized to sit dur-
ing the sessions of tﬁﬁ House and suthorized to administer oaths and send for
ns and +that the exp eaid in igation be paid out of the

contingent fund of the House; mqﬁ:t:my report:

That they have considered the ev ce submitted upon such investigation,
and which is hereto annexed, and upon the facts established find and report
the following conclusions«:

The commissioners of the District of Columbisa in the exercise of their offi-
eial duties have been charged with the duly of acquiring the title to certain real
estate for school sites and other public uses in the city of Washington. In the
absence of any ex. authority of law to employ an agent in the purchasing
of such sites or to institute any dings for the cond ti of lands de-
pired for public uses, they, in their discretion, requested Mr. John 8. Cox, an
attorney and real-estate :ﬁ:nk to assist in the procuring and purchasing of cer-
tain sites for such uses; t they stated Lo Mr. Cox that they were not author-

to rd any t but that he must look to the persons from
whom the purchases might be made for payment of any and all fees, commis-
sions, or com sations; that certain purchases were made the Di
wherein said Cox acted mainly in the interest of the grantors to the District an
received certain fees and issi as a real-estate agent or attorney, aggre-
gating about 3,000 upon purchases of real estate ing in cost upwards
of §75,000; that asappears from the testimony of the witnesses, and there is
* no evidence to the contrary, the several reels of real estate purchased by
or for the commissioners for the use of the District of Columbia were pur-

at reasonable and fair prices; that in no instance was any exorbitant

or unreasonable price paid by the commissioners of the District for school or
other sites, and in our opini the issi 8 Are, pectively, entitled to
full exoneration from any charge or imputation of wrong.

The methods employed by the commissioners are, itis true, susceptible of
mbuse, Il is indeed a question whether any method that may be preseribed by
Iaw may not be subject to abuse. The pending legislation pertaining to the
purch of sites lates a provision autho! the District commission-
ers to employ an agent in such cases, and further conferring authority upon
them to institule proceedifigs in the courts of the District of Columbia through
Wwhich lands requ for public uses may be acquired by d ion and ap-
praisal. There is no dou& in the minds of the undersigned that under either
of the methods last mentioned the cost of the land d sites acquired, as shown
by the testimony, would have been much greater than it was under the method

mmissioners.

by the co
‘We feel it due, in conelusion, to state that there were but two questionsraised
E the investigation : First, was any wrong or ﬁnud&m-pmg upon the pub-
in the several purchases in question, or in any of them? Secondly, were the
issi 8, or either of them, guilty of any disposition to co-operate inany
way in the acquisition of said sites, or any of them, at prices above their real
ml:)er ? h'li':h e;::h of the:oj] qum;lt;ns we unhesitatingly answer in the negative.
w respect{ su tted.
¥ W. H. F. LEE.
J. LOGAN CHIPMAN.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an-
nounced the passage of a concurrent resolution, that in the enrollment
of the bill (8. 3640) to amend the laws relating to the selection and
service of jurors in the supreme court of the District of Columbia,
the Committee on Enrolled Bills is authorized and directed to strike
out the word ** fifty-two ** where it occurs in the first line of section
B and substitute the word ‘‘sixty-two,”” and requested concurrence
therein.

It also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amendments
of the House to the bill (8. 2511) to provide for the disposal of certain
E;Ibﬁc lands of the United States under the provisions of the homestead

ws only, asked a conference thereon, and had appointed as managers
on its part Mr. PLumB, Mr. Hiscock, and Mr. BERRY.

It further announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in
which concurrence was requested:

Da;}: bill (8. 3751) for the relief of certain settlers in Hettinger County,
ota;

A bill (8. 3938) granting the use of certain lands in the Hot Springs
reservation, in the State of Arkansas, to the Hot Springs Benevolent
Association; and

A bill (S. 3921) to authorize the Kentucky Union Railway Company
to construct a bridge across the Kentucky River and its tributaries.

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES,

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (8. 2511) to provide
for the disposal of certain public lands of the United States under the
provisions of the homestead laws only; and by unanimous consent an
order was made that the House insist upon its amendments and agree
to the conference requested.

Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. Paysox, and Mr. MCRAE were reappointed as
conferees on the part of the House.

INYESTIGATION OF SCHOOL-SITE PURCHASES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

Mr. TAULBEE. I demand the reading of the proof, as it has been
made a part of the majority report.

Mr. RANDALL. If is not a part of the report.

The SPEAKER. The rule of the House as it has been Jaid down is
that the matter which is to be voted upon shall be read if the reading is
demanded; but if it is insisted that the proof shall be read, that ques-
tion will have to be deeided by the Honse. The House does not vote
upon the proof. It is simply a question now with the House whether
it shall have it read or not.

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to state that I have no purpose whatever

to consume the time of the House, but I ask that this report be re-
committed. If I understood the reading of the majority teport the
proof constitntes a part of that report in express terms.

The SPEAKER. All committees of investigation are required to re-
port back the evidence taken, but it constitutes no part of the matter
upon which the House is required to vote. .

Mr. TAULBEE. I think that as they have referred to the proof in
their report, it becomes a part of the report; and I dare say that gentle-
men will readily understand how it wouald be unfair for the House to
vote on the majority report after the reading of the proof, without
having heard or read the views of the minority.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Is debate in order?

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The Chair thinks this is altogether un-
usual upon a motion to recommit.

Mr. TAULBEE. My pointof order is, that the proof is a part of the

report. s

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order; and will,
if the gentleman insists upon the reading, let it be decided by the
House whether it shall be read or not.

Mr. TAULBEE. Ido notinsist. Idonotwant totakeup the time
of the House.

The SPEAKER. Only fifteen gentlemen have arisen in support of
the demand for the yeas and nays, and the yeas and nays are refused.

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I had made the point of no
quorum.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made the point of no quornm, and
the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
TAULBEE] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARER].

The tellers took their places, and after some time spent in the count,

Mr. TAULBEE said: I will withdraw the point of no quornm.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I do not withdraw it.

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not care; I am ahead.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illi-
;:ois [Mr. HENDERSON] voted in the affirmative under a misappre-

Ension,

Mr. TAULBEE. I have no objection to the change of the vote if I
could have an.opportunity to see some of our members and see if they
did not vote under a misapprehension. .

The tellers reported—ayes 83, noes 86,

So the motion to recommit was not to.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Now, I move to reconsider the vote by
which the House refused to recommit the report; and also move to lay
that motion on the table.

Mr. TAULBEE. Can the gentleman from New York make that
morit:ign to reconsider and lay on the table, as he did not make the re-

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from New
York to make the report from the committee.

Mr. TAULBEE. But I made the report.

The SPEAXER. The gentleman from New York represents the ma-
jority, and the majority represents the committee. The gentleman
from Kentucky represents the minority.

‘ﬂhﬁr TAULBEE, 1 yield tothe gentleman from New York. [Laungh-
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I now move to reconsider the vote by
which the House refused to recommit the report; and also move that
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope that will be done without debate, but on
that motion to lay on the table I will demand the yeasand nays. Be-
fore doing so I make the point of order that the gentleman hasno right
to make the motion to reconsider and to lay that motion on the table.

The SPEAKER. The point of order is overruled.

The question was put on laying the motion to reconsider on the table;
and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have jt.

Mr. TAULBEE. Division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 21.

Mr. TAULBEE. There is no quornm. s

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers the gentleman from New York
[Mr. BAKER] and the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. TAULBEE].

Mr. RANDALL. Has that testimony been ordered by the House
to be printed?

The SPEAKER. Not yet.

Mr. RANDALL. That is why I object.

Mr, TAULBEE. I only ask for the usual number to be printed,
and I believe it is customary for the testimony to be printed with the
report without a motion.

The SPEAKER. The usual number will be printed without a mo-
tion, and the request of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAUL-
BEE] is that the views of the minority may be printed with that usnal
number. Is there objection ?

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table was agreed

M’eﬁjﬁiﬁ.msé' York. Mr. Speaker, I

% of New York. I. er, I move to e the
report indefinitely, and upon that I call the previous qnen]igaant?m

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr, Eopukar, I had not intended to make any far-
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metion, but I think this report might be allowed to take the usual
If the gentleman does not desire to consume farther time, he
better let the report lie npon the Speaker’s table.
! The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] de-
mands the previous question upon his motion.
Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the previous question will be ordered.
The previous question was ordered.
Mr. TAULBEE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to be reeogmized in
opposition to the motion. [Laughter.]
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fifteen minutes,
Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Clerk to read the views of
the minerity as a part of my remarks.
The Clerk read as follows:

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY.

The undersigned dissents from the views expressed in the foregoing repart,
and submits the following conclusions:

The testimony taken before the ecommittee, as sworn to by the witnesses, is
relied upon to establish the conclusions hereinafter submitted; but the testi-
mony as submitted with the majority report has, since it was mke.n, been so
d.'llll:?d and modifled as to admit of a possible doubt of the conclusions of the
minor t}

or t: . the t as given by Mr. John F. Cox touching the rela-
gnnahlp which he bore in the mamuof purchases of real estate for l.he District

i:%::élg;ul.h umld;g:vu nuh’:? g’}%d.‘.rBoE s.hthauwnm' <

and

se remnsbla and ce in preventing a waste of
the meney belonging to the Bistrict of Columbi %m

On these peints the minerity of the commiftes believes that the testimony
tablishes peyond gquestion the fact that in most of the eases in which Mr, cﬁ
n.uwdraﬂnl the tntcrmedhry, the pnl:?i:“t;&mm dlhn.vo ‘ii)o?n madem mﬁm the owny
ers o ep‘mplﬂyms ce whi e Distriet eas the profits resulting
by the transaction to &;’ oo ¥

And while the mmmluionm‘ in the opinion of the minority of the commit-
tee, have not profited or al.lmnpt.td to ru.p any profits to themselves from any
of these tra i they had an undeutlnﬂtu;wﬁth Mr. Cox,
their warm personal frimrl that he ahoufd these transactions make an un-
reasonable and unusual proﬂt

The minority of the committee is neither unmindful of, nor {ndifferent to, the
fact that the duties dgvolvinﬁpon the commissioners ahbe Istrict of Colum-
bin are extracrdinary and difficult to perform; but the extraordinary nature of
thess duties, and the diffienity liable to be encountersd in an efficient perform-
ance of them, tend rather to-establish the conclusion that the most efficient,
diligent, and patnmking method of performing these duties should be em-
ployed rather than the conclusion that a wide latitude should be given to the
commissioners in these matters, clothed as they are with extracrdinary powers

prerogatives.

And while the commissioners, in the opinion of the minerity of the commit-
tee, have not been guiity of nn}’lhln? that would be considered criminal, their
methods have been unwise and injudicious, and it savors of a favoritism, the re-
sult of which has enabled those favored by them to realize extraord nary cofre
pensation for the work necessary to be performed in the matter of these pur-
chas=es at the expense of the interests of the tax-payers of the Distriet ofp

Columbin tends to establish the conclusion that he acted as the agent for the | 15;mpjq,
commissloners; but the: L a8 room for T i ds that Con prohibit by proper legislation the
on this For io e Rmh"" of the | renetition of thesequmt:onable methods of administering the affairs of the Dis-
property in square 796 the following q“ﬂ“"“ was asked him: Q. Did yon al- | riot and thus check the evident tendency to manage the public affairs of the

ways submit it to him?" ( Webb). His answer was:
“A. Always to him." But as the mhnony reads which the majority of the
committee submit with their report his answer reads: “A. Always in the case
of sehiool sites.” Inthis conneetion the further question was asked him: “* Did
you do it inthe case of police-station sites?™ Hisanswer as sworn to was: "I
think so. After that . Webb was in the habit of getting Mr. Entwistle, in-
:Eeclnr of buildings, to consnlt with me as to the reasonableness of the price of
property offered, n.nd in addition to that he would also call upon the trustees

ina parnaul;r district,
The answer given in l.ha mtinmny as submitted with the majority report is,
“ Not to Mr. Wheatley. that the commissioners were in the habit of get-
ting Mr. Entwistle, in or of buildings, to consult with them as to the reason-
:{:J::;ﬁof the rioe of the pm}wﬂpﬂéeoﬂ'amd and in addition to that they would
upon
‘Touohlug the aame mat-ter. the fo:low‘ingqnmion was asked Mr, Cox: “Did
you pay the money to the fro the p was made, or did
the commissioners pay it?”’ To wlﬂch he pva the fallowin answer: “The
commissioners [ it But the submifted m-:'k:n answer,
“The eommissioners did not pay it.” l:nh.ls connection, touching the
matter of his purchase of this property as to tl:a time, the fo!lowing qnmion
was asked of Mr, Cox: * Was that" (meaning his pumhm of the pnﬁmy]
commissioners of

Iy the issues raised Hw {nvestiga-
tion have been ma.de in ﬂzn teati.many without the formal consent of the com-
g it dond t‘i;h uarmmd.”pmﬁwm,
that Mr. Cox was not a agentat me
bukthlthiamieumin some way not fully hlnadgytha testimony
cured by the commissioners in the matter of pu The
g:: however that he acted as the uxentoﬂhneommhlionentn these pn.raham.
and that they fully relied on his.conduct as such agent of the negotiations
out ever questioning his methods or the pri bmitted to them through him
can notbednuhwdbys.nyon. whowill read the testim. even in its modi-

fied form, as y the majority of the his agency

mahooiute or in thannmufu quasi as stated one of the com-
imhis t it is immal to the views submitted.

l Thafunherlmtambﬂuh y of divers from whom

ertytutheDhMet. This dual agency enab
from the owners at a given priceand to sell it tothe Mfmsm
the profits realized yinuamaftbomdhu‘,

‘I.nlled

-fmedupm uaduimblaanefnrﬂ:hpm perso

t remises had been given by Mr. Cox, Commissioner Wheatley, and the

chief of police. Mr. Cox proceeded to purchase the property for himself. Bu
to the satisfaction of the minority

for reasons which have not been lnined

th::!ommu‘tee. the nmh-uwuam inthemwaafath.lrﬂprs W] inlhnwn
iohlwnha;lnnruﬂ st in the t party a differ-
ent and higher price was itted to the issi of the District, and

by them accepted, the difference in the two prices mﬁmn& Cox, the com-
missioners paying the price accepled by them to the party per G. Repetti,
attorney, which attorney is shown to have been an interested in the o
ipal ownership of the fpr;llm:ipeﬂ.y and a member of the firm of Weller & s
‘who had the property eunmbdmlm

So also in many of the other purchases; wholly disinterested in the
transaction were used as intermediaries through whom the punhues and con-
veynnces were made, when Mr, Cox was the real party in interest and the party
to whom the profits

ured.
Thaoh;ljmmymhlishu&lm ﬁmm inmoﬁofthe uhl:tnwhhh 3

Mr. hip have
sustained both to Ihoanmmhd.onmmd the originnl owners), i'ihahmm‘ that
the of disi wﬂeuwenuaﬂinthnmwm profits in
ench ease, however, inw to Mr, Cox.

The fact that the mmmhﬁ

loners knew, or that they in any event could have
known, by the exercise of reasonable diligen bservation
bom affstiim .1 mﬁ&nﬁ&%mﬂﬁiﬂn d.p;.':nr to Lis opening
transactions in o an o nego
mt.il.ﬁo:gnbr unhm‘mmmﬂm can not be reasonably questioned by any one
| The minority of the committes do not agree with the conclusions of the ma-
fority to t.ha effect that but two questions were raised by the invutiga.li:ﬁ
namely, **was any wrong or fraud perpetrated upon the public in the sev
rchases in question, or myofl.hm and, secondly, were the eommissioners
x:uther of them ty of
i{lﬂaﬂlon of said !as.nrmyoftham. at pricesabove their real value,” and that
‘to.each of these qnutiorm unh ting' answers in the negu‘lve shonld be
rity of committee the questions to
and eaution

ﬁnn. Bm.inlhe ,‘ of the ¥ the
did thy issi ise prop:

any disposition lo es-operate in any way in the ae- |

l):strict. in the interest of individuals and private interest.
W. P. TAULBEE.

Mr. TAULBEE. Mz Speaker, I shall content myself with a single
additional observation, and that is that members doubtless have been
cognizant of the difficulties which I have encountered at every step
looking to this investigation, from the introduction of the first resolu-
tion on the first bill day of the present session down to this time. I
wish now to say that I am willing that the House may take this matter
and deal with it as they deem proper, I, however, having the conscious-
ness that I have discharged the duty which devolved upon me to the
best of my ability. If some gentleman desires to speak npon the other
side I reserve the remainder of my time. Ifnot, I am willing that we
shall now have a vote.

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Vote.

The question was taken on the motion to postpone the report indefi-
nitely; and it was agreed to—ayes 57, noes 34.

OBRDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent the
morning hour be di with and that gentlemen having reports
from committees to present be allowed to file them with the Clerk for
reference under the direction of the Speaker; also that members of
the minority have a right to present their views.

Mr. TAULBEE. I will object to that after the fight which the
gentleman [Mr. BLoUNT] has made against the privileged report.

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not made any fight against your report.

Mr. TAULBEE. I withdraw my objection, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. TIs there !‘nrther objection to the request of the
gentleman from Georgia?

There was no farther objection, and it was so ordered.

FILING OF EEPORTS.

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s

ELIZA MURPHY.

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back
favorably the bill (H. R. 12209) for the relief of Eliza Murphy; which
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal-
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.

LIFE-SAVING STATION AT MOUTH OF COQUILLE RIVER, OREGON.

Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor-
ably the bill (H. B. 11643) providing for the establishmentof alife-saving
station at the mouth of uille River, Oregon; which was referred to

 the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with

the accompanying report, ordered to be printed.
COL. JESSE H. STRICKLAXD.
Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back the
bill (H. R. 4847) for the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth Ten-
nessee Cavalry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whale

. Hounse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,
of | ordered to be printed.

GEORGE W. FISHER.
Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill
(H. R. 12630) for the relief of George W. Fisher; which was read a first
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the

| Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be

printed.
GEORGE H. BECKWITH.

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committes on War Claims, re-

| ported & bill (H. R. 12631) for the relief of Georges H. Beckwith;
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany-
ing report, ordered to be printed.

TITLE TO LOTS, JUNEAU, ALASKA,

Mr, HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 12629) to enable the inhabit-
ants of the town of Junean, Alaska, to obtain title to the lots improved
by them in said town; which was read a first and second time, referred
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed.

JULIA M. EDIE.

Mr. WHEELER. T rise to a privileged question. On the 30th day
of January the previous question was ordered on a bill (8. 3325) grant-
inz an increase of pension to Mrs. Julia M. Edie, and T would like to
have that bill considered now. It is a privileged matter.

Mr. BLOUNT. I must raise the question of consideration against
that bill. 3

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]
will send up the bill,

Mr. WHEELER. Is objection made? If it be understood that I
may have an opportunity to bring up this measure when the appro-
priation bills are out of the way, I am willing to yield—

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; nothing of that sort is agreed to.

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged mutter; the gentleman from
Alabama will please send up the bill.

Mr. BLOUNT. I must raise the question of consideration.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman to do so;
but the title of the bill must be read that the House may understand
what is the question.

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows:

A bill (8.8325) granting an increase of pension to Julia M. Edie.

The question being taken, Will the House now proceed to consider
the bill? it was determined in the negative,

Mr.WHEELER. I will not press this matter further just now, but
will call it up hereafter as soon as I can get an opportunity.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled B reported that
they had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (8. 139) to credit
and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of Colum-
bia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Con-
gress approved August 5, 1861; when the Speaker signed the same.

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the Post-Office ap-
propriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the
‘Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, in the chair),
and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12490) making appro-
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1880.

The pending amendment was read, as follows:
restri. page 3, in lines 1 and 2, strike out *§1,200" and insert * $800," so as to

o Sécremry and stenographer to post ter, five cl : salary, graded in
even hundreds of dollars, from §900 to not exceeding $1,600 per annum."

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose the vote was being
taken by tellers on this question, and no quorum having voted, the
Chair had appointed as tellers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL-
MAN] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT]. The tellers
will now resume their places.

The committeedivided; and the tellers reported—ayes 17, noes 142.

Mr. HOLMAN. The vote shows very nearly a quoram, and I will
not insist farther on the point.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. HOLMAN. Imove to amend by striking out ‘‘$1,200 !’ and
inserting *‘$1,000.”

The question was taken on the amendment; and there were—ayes 15,
noes 74.

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers.

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to suggest a vote be allowed on this ques-
tion in the House.

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not agree to that. The gentleman from Indi-
ana [Mr. HOLMAN], in pursuing this policy all along the line—but I
will not give any reason.

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not press the point of ‘“no guornm,” al-
though I regret very much that the Committee of the Whole has made
this decision.

, The CHAIRMAN. On this question the tellers report—ayes 15,
‘noes 74; so the amendment is rejected.
The Clerk read as follows: %

Cashier, five classes, salary: graded i hundreds of dollars, at §1,800,
2,000, $2:300, 82,400, and mot oxcbeding £3,000 per Annum: i

Mr. HOLMAN, Idesire toraise a point of order on this paragraph,

upon the ground that it embraces legislation not authorized by thal

unanimous consent given by the House under the order to which atten-
tion has already been called. I desire to be heard a moment upon this
point. |

Mr. Chairman, there is no ambignity in the language of the consent
given by the House making certain matter in order on this bill. The
request was for permission to classify the clerical force in the post-
offices—the clerical force in the post-offices. It has been said in the
progress of this discussion, by the gentleman of Georgia, that official
records may sometimes be referred to for the purpose of ascertaining
the meaning of a term. I have before me the classification of em-
ployés—all of them or certain of them—in the post-offices. Among
others, I find in this classification assistant postmaster, chief clerk,
superintendent of division, and then a number of clerks—mailing,
general-delivery, stamp, registry, money-order, stamper, porter, jani-
tor or general utility, night, distributing, superintendent of stationery.

In the proper place in this report cashiers are mentioned. I take it
for granted that the Chair will decide that the term *‘clerk,’’ as made
use of in the agreement consented to by the House, meant just exactly
what the word itself implies, and that the purpose was a classification
of the clerksin the post-offices as in the Departments; becaunse in the col-'
loquy that occurred that inquiry was expressly made and was answered
in the.affirmative. Officers of this class—cashiers—are not **clerks’’
within the meaning of that agreement. Iconcedethatif the request had
been to classify the ‘‘employés’’ in the post-officesit would have covered
not only clerks but superintendents, cashiers, and other employés; but
the term *‘employé,’’ a general term, was not employed ; no general term.
was employed from the beginning to the end of that colloquy. The
understanding was that clerks alone were to be classified, as in the
Departments.

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, there is little that I cansay, or, asI
think, that needs to be said, on this point. The gentleman from Indi-
ana has stated that he has before him the list of employés in the De-

rtment.

Mr, HOLMAN. No; I referred to thereport made by you, your own
classification.

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, it is the same thing. The report madeby me
contains a statement from the Postmaster-General of the number of em-
{aloyéa. The subject is the classification of clerks, and he sends in that

ist.

There is no such thing known in the statutes relating to the Post-
Office Department as a *‘ cashier;’’ there is nosuch thing known to the
statuteas ‘‘ paperdistributers ’’ or ‘‘ letter distributers; ’ and so I might
go on Eith nine-tenths of the designations of the clerksin the various

ces.

The CHAIRMAN. * The Chair will ask the gentleman from Georgia
whether the duties assigned to eashiers have hitherto been performed
by clerks.

Mr. BLOUNT. All the while, sir; never an exception.

Mr. HOLMAN. I would be glad to be heard on that point.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman again.

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 desire o be heard further, because if the ruling
on this point should be such as as to defeat the intention of the House
in the consent which was given, it will of course prevent anything of
that kind ever occurring again so far as those gentlemen now present
are coneerned, I hope.

Now, Mr. Chairman, this proposition is subject to the additional ob-
jection, according to the statement of the gentleman from Georgiahim-
self, that the office of cashier is not now known to the law. This is,
therefore, new legislation, and legislation to which consent has not
been given.

Will the Chair permit me to inquire if there is any law now creating
the office of cashier, and, if not, whether this bill does not create that
office? Can it be held, under this appropriation bill, this office of
cashier can be created ?

It seems to me to be utterly impossible there is any ground upon
which this classification of clerks can stand. The gentleman bringsin
a bill providing for a cashier. Suppose the assistant postmaster per-
forms his duties, or suppose the superintendent performs his duties,
does that authorize their classification as clerks ?

Mr. Chairman, good faith and fairness are jewels in all legislative
bodies as well as in all other human transactions. When it was asked
to classify these clerks, as in the other Departments, everybody here
understood what that meant. It meantexactly what it said, that they
should be classified as in other Departments, You do not classify
cashiers; you donot classify superintendents in the other Departments;
you classify clerks into first, second, third, and fourth classes. That
was the permission asked, and that was the permission granted. Iap-

in the interest of fair dealing that the gentleman from Georgia

no right to build on that a general consent giving permission which

the words themselves do not express. The permission was to classify
clerks. If cashiers are fo be classed as clerks and a new office created
then there is not a single employé in the Post-Office Depariment ex-
cept perhaps the Postmaster-General himself and the Assistant Post-
masters-General who may not be classified as clerks, no matter what
may be their business. Superintendents are provided for, and yet will
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mpuybody say a superintendent is a clerk in the understanding of any
of the Departments? We are now acting on a rule of consent, and
that rule ought not to receive a strained meaning. Common fairness
requires the rule should receive the meaning intended at the time the

ission was asked and granted. If the gentleman from Georgia
Mw permission to make the classification provided for in this
bill I would not have given my consent, but would have objected.
‘When permission was asked to classify the clerks in the Post-Office De-
partment we knew what such classification meant; that the clerks
should be classified, as in other Departments, into first, second, third,
and fourth classes.

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman understand this bill proposes
to classify clerks in the Post-Office Department ?

Mr. HOLMAN., I asked this question in this colloqguy——

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman does not apprehend me. He used
the expression, ‘‘ Here is a proposition to classify clerks in the Depart-
ment.”’

Mr. HOLMAN. If he understood me correctly, he understood me
to say in that colloquy it was a classification in that Department; that
is, into first, second, third, and fourth classes, as in every other Depart-
ment. <

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwish tosaya word right here. Now, the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] has alluded to the question of frank-
ness. I regret in his zeal to accomplish any purpose he should forget
to be fair and decorous himself. I hope to be decorous to the gentle-
man from Indiana. It is due to myself and to the House. That col-
loquy disclosed there was no bill proposed at all. The committee had
not acted on it. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN]
suggested we shonld wait until we had on a bill. The propo-
sition was simply to classify the clerks. After that had been agreed
to the gentleman from Indianaattempts to create the impression—but
I am quite sure that he can not doitin the mind of the Chair—that some
of the clerks are designated as cashiers. I am addressing a high intel-
ligence when I am addressing the Congress of the United States, and
I do not discuss thisas though I were discussing it before a petty jury.

Mr. HOLMAN., That is hard on the jury.

Mr. BLOUNT. Here it is in the bill itself:

For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $6,550,000.

That is the fault of that appropriation for more than a decade.
There is no designation of a single person beyond that of clerk in the
Post-Office Department. For convenience it has been found necessary
to designate some of the clerks as cashiers, some as finance clerks,
some as superintendents of divisions, some as separaters and assorters;
entirely a matter of regulation which the Postmaster-General has an-
thority to make.

Now, when we come to classify the clerks, we have seen proper to
call the clerks assigned to a certain duty by a particular name for the
purpose of convenience. I might call them by some other name than
cashiers, and still assign them to that duty; but what avail wounld that
be? They are still clerks, and it is simply a matter of convenience to
so designate them, and nothing more. This designation, then, is in-
serted here because it is a convenient thing in an office to know when
a man is called a *‘ cashier?’ that he has a certain class of clerical du-
ties to perform, and when he is called a *‘stamp clerk’ that he has
another special class of dulies to perform, and so on throughout the
list. These men are assigned to duty and their designation indicates
the duty to which they are assigned, and that isall. Itis simplya
matter of convenience, and ever since I have been a member here these
persons have been provided for in the appropriation bills under the
" designation of ‘‘clerks in post-offices,’” and the reports of the Post-
masters-General, o far as I know, have indicated the same designation

all the way through.
The Chair is ready to rule upon the question of

The CHAIRMAN.

order.
Mr. BINGHAM. I should like to be heard for a few moments.
The CHAIRMAN. .The Chair will hear the gentleman from Penn-

lvania.

Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. Chairman, thislegislation in thisbill pertains
only to first and second class post-offices, and in these two classes of
offices there are two designations of the subordinate force, the one be-
ing ‘“‘clerks’ and the other being *‘ carriers.”” Legislation covers the
classification of the carrier force already. But for years past the De-
partment have been trying to classify the clerical force of these first
and second classpost-offices. Inthereport of the Postmaster-General a
year ago this classification was recommended, but it is more complete
in this bill than in the report that he submitted, which, as I havesaid, was
a recommendation for the classification of the clerks, In this bill there
has been the creation of no offices and no indication of new offices other
than that which has been always used in the first and second class
post-offices.

The mere expression, as used in the bill, of *‘cashier’’ or ‘‘superin-
tendent’’ is simply the designation of a clerk, used for convenience—
& man paid under the appropriation for the clerical force, acting as a
cashier or acting as a clerk, as the case may be, under the appropria-
tion for clerical allowance in that office.

Every man in the first or second class offices is either a clerk or a car-

rier, and the indication of his specific name is simply inserted here as
a matter of convenience in the office, which title describes the line of
duty or service which he performs, The cashier is simply a clerk hay-
ing charge of the finances of the office; and, Mr. Chairman, he has been
paid in every appropriation bill under the head of appropriations for
clerical hire for post-offices, :

Mr. HOLMAN. One word, Mr. Chairman, on that point. I insist
that the terms used hereshould be the same as are commonly employed;
and that is all I have asked. The Chair will take into account any
Department of this Government and see the application of the point I
make. Take, for instance, the Treasury Department. Is the cashier
theredesignated asaclerk? Go into the banking houses of the conntry,
where both terms ‘‘cashier’’ and “clerk’’ areemployed; isthe cashier
a clerk, or is the clerk a cashier? Go into any business establishment
itgrfnl::: country and youn will see that there is a clear distinction in the

But the point I sought to make is that in any event here is an at-
tempt to create an office by a new law, to create an office hitherto un-
known to the law—that is to eay, it is admitted that the office of
cashier is nunknown by that designation. Somebody had to perform
the duty. That is true; but is it not legislation to designate an em-
ployéin an office as “‘cashier,”’ giving him a name and character hith-
erto unknown in this service, when ‘there is no law authorizing such a
designation? Would that not be new law itself? So if you depart
from the matter really in hand the point of order is clearly applicable
against the appropriation; for the Chair can not hold that a cashier is
in the ordinary sense of the term aclerk. If the Chair can so hold, my
point of order should be overruled. But if on the other hand the
terms ‘‘clerk’’ and ‘‘ cashier,”’ as usnally employed, do not mean the
same thing, but indicate different functions or employments, I insist
my point of order should be sustained, and that bad faith should not
result in this, that a consent given for one ohject shounld be, by inter-
pretation, applied to an entirely different purpose—that is, the creation
of the office of cashier—when the consent of the House was simply to
the classification of clerks, and that only.

Mr. CANNON. If the Chair will allow me, just asingle word on the
classification of clerks. If the Chair will look on page 2 of the bill, at
lines 12 and 13, he will find that it reads: ‘‘The Postmaster-General is
hereby authorized to classify and fix the salaries of clerks and em-
ployés.”” That is legislation; and then you go ahead and detail what
the employés shall do. Now, as they are reached, one by one, the gen-
tleman from Indiana makes the point of order upon the employés and
does not make the point of order upon the clerks.

Mr. BLOUNT. I simply want to state the additional fact that he
does perform clerieal work.

Mr. HOLMAN. And the Postmaster-General and the First Assistant
Postmaster-General do clerical work; but does that make the Postmas-
ter-General a clerk in the ordinary sense of the word?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the order heretofore granted
shounld receive its reasonable intendment. So far as the Chair knows
the duties heretofore performed by clerks are now to be performed by
some one fo be designated—as cashier in this instance. The order giv-
ing the power to classify did give the power to make new legislation
to that extent; and the order to classify, the Chair thinks, included
the power to designate the duties of each class. The Chair, therefore,
overrules the point of order.

Mr. KERR. I move to strike out the last word.

M:: BLOUNT. I wish the gentleman would yield to me for a mo-
men

The CHATIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Towa yield?

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to move that the committee rise. I have
agreed to make that motion at ten minutes to 5.

Mr. KERR. I only want two minutes; but, Mr. Chairman, so many
gentlemen seem to be anxious that the committeeshall rise that I will
not hold the floor. I rose for the purpose of moving that this section
be stricken ont. A

Mr. BLOUNT. There are only a few minutes more, and I move
that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKERY having taken the
chairas Speaker pro.empore, Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, reported that the
Committee of the Whole had had under consideration the bill (H. R.
12490) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart-
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and had come to no res-
olution thereon.

ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. PEEL. I am directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs to
make the privileged report which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and I ask
unanimous consent to extend the time of the session before taking re-
cess. It will take only a little time to consider it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr.
PeEL] asks that the session be extended until the completion of the
consideration of this report. Is there objection?

Mr. CANNON, Are we not to have a session to-night, and can not
this come np to-morrow?
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thamhﬂ?m It is not a conference reporé. I ask the Clerk fo read

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent fo make a request before
that. I want to ask unanimous consent that the Committee on Public
Lands have to-morrow night for a session.

Mr. RANDALL. I object.

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I object.

Mr. PEEL. It is privileged.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the gen-
tleman desires to consider the Senate bill. The Clerk will read the
title of the bill, and then the Chair will submit the request.

The Clerk read as follows:

nd fi ¢
A T skt St R e M s O

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, that subject was referred to the committee
with the President’s message with leave to report at any time.

Mr. RANDALL. Iask that the time be extended so as to dispose
of this matter and the census matter.

Mr. COX. All right.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the request. The
gentleman from Pennsylvanis asks unanimous consent to extend the
time of the session until the completion of the eonsideration of this bill
and the bill relating to the eensus.

Mr. MILLS. I object. Let them come up in the morning.

Mr. RANDALL. I object to the substitution.

Mr. BAYNE. I object to the substitution of the Senate bill for the
House bill.

Mr. WEAVER. I rize to a point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WEAVER, The point of order I make is that the objection
does not lie. It wasa subject that was referred to the committee, and
not & particular bill; and the President’s message in this regard was
referred to the committee.

Mr. PEEL. The Speaker of the House informed me that I had a
right to report it at any time.

Mr. BAYNE. I withdraw my objection.

Mr. RANDALL. I renew it.

Mr. PEEL. I desire to say that the message of the President of the
United States relating to this matter was referred to the on
Indian Affairs, with leave to report at any time; and the Speaker said

_that I econld.

Mr, RANDALL. Yes; on a House bill at any time.

Mr. PEEL. It is exaetly like the bill of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is impossible for the Chair to decide
the point of order in the time remaining of the session before 50’clock
unless the time is extended. The Chair is not familiar with the terms
of the order granting the Committee on Indian Affairs the right to re-
port upon this matter at any time.

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the time be extended.

Mr. MILLS. I object.

Mr. PEEL. I ask that the time be extended five minutes,

Mr. MILLS, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 «’clock——

Mr. PEEL. I ask leave to withdraw the report withou nd.lee.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'Without objection that oxd]:'e’
made.

There was no ohjection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived,
according to previous order the House takes a recess until 7 o’clock
and 30 minutes p. m.

EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the Honse reassembled at 7.30 p. m.
Mr. HATCH took the chair as Speaker pro tempore and directed the
reading of the following communication:

" SrpAaKER's Roox, HousE oF REPRISESTATIVES, February 20, 1889,
I hereby desi Hon. W. H. Haton to preside as Speaker pro fempors ab

the session of the H this evenin,
e sl e ¥ JNO. G. CARLISLE, Speaker,
Hon, Jous B. CLARE, Clerk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thsclerkwlllmldthelpaemlorder
under which this cwmmg‘s session is held.

The Clerk read as follows:

Rezolved, That on Wednesday, February 20, 1889, at 5 o’clock p. m., the House
shall take n reee::untﬂ ?.au p.ym.. the evening sesmon to‘i‘:e demi't;ted to the con-
sideration of measures reported the C i n Com ce and con-
ference reports that may be ready for submission, md seuion to terminate not
later than 10 o'eloek p. m.

POET OF PORTLAND, OREGON.

Mr. CLARDY. I eall up a bill (8. 24) to extend the limits of the
port of Portland as a port of entry.

The bill was read, as follows:
Bsamamd.m.Tmmmﬂmmnmed.hmmdw

gon, as & port of entry, be, and the same are
517 that portion of the east bank of the Willamette Hiver lying of upmmo»
city of Portland, for a distance of 1 mile in width, and extending from

boundary line of the corporate limits of the city of Portland down said east
Kuknf;:lddvuwl t directly opposite to the lower end of Swan Island,
said river,

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, this is of great importance as well
as convenience to the eommercial interests of my Btate. This hill will
include the flourishing city of East Portland, Oregon, in the port
limits, and I hope the bill will pass.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
%):ﬁed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the

(-3
The latter motion was agreed to.

PORTS OF ENTRY AT TACOMA AND SEATTLE.,

Mr. CLARDY. I eall up the bill (8. 1128) to create ports of entry
at Tacoma and Seattle.

The bill was read, as follows:

EBe it enaeled, ele., That Tacoma, Wash., and Seaitle, Wash,, be, and they
hereby, constituted portsof entry inthe Pugtl; Sound eustoms collection dmrlut,
and that tne Jn'ivi.lagu of the first and seventh sections of an act approved June
10, 1880, entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans-
gortm.ion of dnlisblexuods and for other purposes,’ be, and the same are here-

extended to said ports.

The bill was ordered fo a third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

SECTION 2579 REVISED STATUTES,

Mr. CLARDY. I ecall up the bill (H, R. 12414) fo amend section
2579 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ete., mnmmamw Statutes of the United States
is hereby amended so as to read

“ BEc, 2579, Thntnshﬂllnlntheeullecﬂondhtﬂehinthaﬂhhn{ the
following oflicers: In the distriet of Galveston,n colleetor, who shall reside at
Galveston; a g:ﬁnty collector, who shall reside at Sabine n.nd said dep-
uty collector s have power to enter and clear all
tmd exercise au?h l“:'n.her powers as Hl::a Be y of ?’i‘a "rr- ;;‘nl.q
$mﬂ 0 ‘;f a nurveyorw o m redda M 13 lnrveyor

The bill was ordered bo be engrossed and read a third time; and being
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and puused..

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The Jatter motion was agreed to.

DISTRICT OF TAMPA, FLA.

Mr. CLARDY. I call up the bill (S, 1721) establishing a customs
district in Florida, to be knownasthaeol]emmdntrictof'rmpa,md
for other purposes.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, elec., mtowﬂecﬁwdm:dkh‘ialh l-udfho-mil
hnrehym.bnahod the Gulf coast of the State of Florida, to be known as the
collection distriet of Tampa.

Sgo, 2 Thunaiddiﬂ.rintnhnll include the territory south of & line immedi-
ately north of Anclothe Key light-house, running easterly across the peninsula
to Indian River, and thence south to a point te to and north of Charlotte
Harbor, and thence westerly across the peninsula to the coast north of Charlotte
murbur, and midway between Manatee Bay and Peace River and Charlotte

Harbor.
8Ec. 3. That the eollector Mthorﬂot'].‘m pa shall be appointed by the
President, by and with the adviee an I.ot thn&mo,mdahallbep&[d
a salary of $2,000 per aomum. There shall and
such inspeeting and other oflficers as the Seereh.ry of the v shall con-
sider useful or necessary for the transaction of the business of the port and for
the prevention of smuggling within the
Mr. MILLS., Mr. Speaker, this seems to me rather a strange meas-
ure. Secretary Folger, and also his suceessor in office, recommended
the discontinnanee of a large number of collectiop districts, and in view
of that fact it seems to me quite extraordinary that we should be en-
here in creating new ones. The Committee on Ways and Means
also have been in favor of discontinuing a large number of these dis-
triets, and certainly it seems strange that we should be called upon to
create & new collection district at this time.
the remarks just made

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr.
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MiLLs] add strength to the rea-
sons in faver of this measure. If is true, sir, that it was the policy of
the administration preeeding the present ome, and also the of
this Administration, to discontinue certain collection districts, but the
Secretary of the Treasury recommends that this district be created.
The increase of business has been so great as to render it abselutely
necessary. Tampa has grown from 2 000 to 8,000 within & few years;
the commerce of the place demands the establishment of this district,
and the of the Treasury recommends it.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I know nothing about the proposed dis-
triet myself, and if the Secretary of the Treasury has recommended
that it be ereated I shall not interpose any objection. I merely call at-
tention to the fact that Secretary Folger and also his successor have
both said to this House in official communications that they could save
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$500,000 a year by the abolishment of a number of collection districts,
but I suppose that the abolishment which they recommended did not
embrace this district. Having said this much, I shall not interfere
with the bill, as it is recommended by the Secretary.

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say in reply o the remarks
of the gentleman from Texas that we have recommended the passage
of no bill that has not been urgently recommended by the Secretary of
the Treasury. The committee recommended an amendment, in line 2,
striking out ‘‘Anclothe ”’ and inserting ‘*Anclote,”

The amendment was agreed to.

d&];d'r. CLARDY. I offeranadditional amendment, which I send tothe
k. p

The Clerk read as follows:

Line 8, section 1, sirike out the words “ collection of customs™ and insert in
lien thereof ** customs collection,”

The amendment was to. e

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac-
cordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

COLLECHIN DISTRICT OF MEMPHIS, TENN.

Mr. CLARDY. I call up the bill (H. R. 5032) to extend the limits
of the collection district of Memphis. It is a bill which does not in-
volve the expenditure of any money, and it is recommended by the
Secretary of the Treasury.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That the limits of the present port of Memphis, Tenn., be
extended from Beale street southward to Jackson street, and that the east line
:trr:hﬂ present port be extended southward until it intersects sald Jackson

et,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pﬂl;afed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE ACROSS POTEAU RIVER, NEAR FORT SMITH, ARK.
* Mr. CLARDY. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP].

Mr. CRISP. I call up the bill (H. R. 11735) to amend an act en-
titled ‘‘ An act to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Com-
pany to construct a bridge across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw
Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark."

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that this bill is
upon the Private Calendar.

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the
Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further consid-
eration of the bill, and that it be considered in the House.

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration
of the bill, which was read.

Mr. CRISP. This bill is amendatory of the original act, and relates
merely to the jurisdiction of the courts.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being
engrossed, it was ingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
paasndbl ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table, .

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE ACROSS COOSA ALABAMA.

Mr. CRISP. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize
the construction of a bridge across the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the
State of Alabama. This is a bridge bill to which the Senate bas added
a formal amendment. I ask that the amendment be concurred in
without reading.

There being no objection, the amendment of the Senate was con-
curred in,

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid
on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI EIVER, ABOVE ST. CHARLES, MO.

Mr. CRISP. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 12515) to amend an
act entitled ‘““An act to authorize the eonstruction of a bridge over the
Missouri River at the most accessible point between the mouth of the
Femme Osage Creek and a point 2 miles above the city of St. Charles,
in the county of 8t. Charles, in the State of Missouri.”” This isa bill
amending a previous bridge bill. There was a bill passed granting to
another company the rights with reference to this bridge. This measure
amends that act so as to give the rights to the successors of that eom-

pany.
TheSPEAKER protempore. This bill alsoison the Private Calendar.
Mr, CRISP. I ask unanimons consent that the Committee of the
Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further
consideration of the bill, and that it be considered in the House.

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly.

The bill, having been read, was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pa}t:;ed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to. y

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection it will be un-
derstood that where bridge bills have been referred to the Committee
of the Whole on the state of the Union or the Committee of the Whole
on the Private Calendar, the committee will be discharged from their
further consideration and they will be considered in the Hounse. Is
there objection ? The Chair hears none, and the order is made.

BRIDGE OVERE MISSOURI RIVERE AT OR NEAR KANSAS CITY,

Mr. CRISP. I now call up the bill (S. 3146) authorizing the con-
struction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near Kansas City,
Kans., and notover 10 milesabove the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway
bridge at Kansas City, Mo. Thisis a bill in which our deceased friend,
Mr. Burnes, of Missouri, was interested. For that reasonI ask that
it be taken up ont of its order. The bill has been referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce and carefully examined. It contains all the nsnal
provisions for the protection of navigation. As the bill is somewhat
lengthy I ask that the reading of it be dispensed with, and that it be
considered without reading.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection that or-
der will be made.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read the
third time, and passed.

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
w; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the

e.
The latter motion was agreed to.

LIGHT-HOUSE AT POINT ISABEL, TEXAS,

Mr. CLARDY. I ecall up the bill (H. R. 11342) providing for the
re-establishment of the light-house at Point Isabel, Texas.

The BPEAKER pre tempore. This bill is on the Calendar of the
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union.

Mr. CLARDY. I ask that the Committee of the Whole be dis-
charged from its further consideration, and that it be now considered
in the House.

The BPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order
will be made.

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly.

The bill was read, as follows: o

4 enacied, T
mbB‘ lished, nefé'.,'fﬂﬁ 33‘&?&%“““ de.mbem-

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows:

Before the word *“Isabel,” in line 3, insert the word ** Point.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KILGORE. As 1 understand, this bill proposes to erect a light-
§0u3 at Point Isabel, to take the place of one which has been aban-

oned.

Mr. CLARDY. This is for the purchase of a site and the erection of
a light-house, Tt is stated by the Light-House Doard that nnless this
bill be passed the board will be put to an expense of some $35,000.

Mr, KILGORE. Has the bill passed the Senate?

Mr, CLARDY. No, sir; it has not; but a similar bill—

Mr, KILGORE. Then if will be a saving of $27,000 to let this bill
go through?

Mr. CLARDY. Yes, sir; and the State of Texas gets the benefit of
the expenditure. i

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
Esad; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on ihe
e.
The latter motion was agreed to.

CONTAGIOUS AND INFECTIOUS DISEASES.,

Mr. CLARDY. T call up the bill (H. R. 1526) to prevent the intro-
duction of contagions and infectious diseases into the United States,
and to establish a bureau of public health. I ask that the Committes
of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of this bill.
Iyield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Davis].

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman from Missouri asks
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be dis-
charged from the further consideration of this bill, and that it may
now be considered in the House. Is there objection?

Mr. CRISP. I think I shall have to object.

Mr. CLARDY. Well, then, I withdraw the bill. I yield to the
gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. WILSON] to call up another bill.
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3 Mr. BUCHANAN.
ill.

Mr. CLARDY. I am only abandoning it for the time being, pend-
ing the discussion between the gentleman from Georgia and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, to see if some arrangement can not be ar-
rived at. .

Mr. BUCHANAN. Because the question whether the House will
act upon that or not may influence the consideration of some other
Imeasures.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has not entered upon the
consideration of it, and the gentleman has a right to withdraw it for
the present.

Mr. BUCHANAN, Iknow he has the right, but I have the right
to know the status of the question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is withdrawn for the present.

BRIDGES ACROSS RED RIVER.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration of
the bill (8. 3666) to amend an act entitled ‘*An act granting to the
city of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges across
the Red River,”’ approved May 21, 1888,

The bill is as follows:

Be it enacted, ele., Thatsection 3of an act entitled *An act granting to the cit?
of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges across the Red River,”
approved May 21, 1888, be, and it is hereby, amended by inserting after the
words **under this act,” in line 1, the words * below the mouth of the Red Lake
River;" and, further, after the words ‘*said bridge," ip line 11, insert as follows :
“And any bridge built under this act, above the mouth of the Red Lake River,
shall be built with one draw-span of notless than 87 feetin the clear, measured
at low water, and this draw-span shall be over the main channel at the most ac-
cessible and best navigable point, and the other span may be less than 80 feet and
be kept clear of trestle-work ;" and the spans shall notbe of less elevation than 3
feet above extreme high-water mark as known at the point of location, meas-
ured to the lowest part of the superstructure of said bridge ; also, by inserting
in line 13, after the words * parallel to,” asfollows: “And except above the
mouth of the Red Lake River;" and also by inserting, in line 15, after the word

. ““gtream,” as follows: “And above the mouth of the Red Lake Riverthe bridﬁe
may be,?la.ned at an angle of 83 degrees with the direction of the current of the

I will ask the chairman why he abandons that

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. This is recommended by the Com-

ﬁl{tfe% on (:fommeree, and reported by the gentleman from Georgia
. Crispr].

Mr. CLARDY. And recommended by the Chief of Engineers.

The bill was considered, ordered to a third reading; accordingly
read the third time, and ;

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, moved to reconsider the vote by which
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be
laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

PORT OF DELIVERY, FORT ANGELES, WASH.

Mr.WILSON, of Minnesota. I now ask consideration of the bill (8.
28) to create a port of delivery at Port Angeles,in the district of Puget
Sound, Washington Territory.

The bill is as follows:

" iﬁ; ‘ét ‘:?gﬁi'e :lg‘; m&:ﬁ ﬁmﬁgggmwda port of delivery in the

The bill was considered,ordered to a third reading; accordingly read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, moved to reconsider the vote by which
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be
laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE ACRO0SS RED RIVER, LOUISIANA.

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R, 10319)
to anthorize the Natchitoches Railroad Company to construct and
maintain a bridge across the Red River in Louisiana. I ask that the
reading of the bill be dispensed with asitisin the usual form of bridge
bills, is reported by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisr], and is
recommended by the Secretary of War.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The amendment recommended by the
Committee on Commerce will be read.

The Clerk read asfollows:

In section 1, line 19, add the words “and equal privileges in the use of said
bridge shall be granted to all telegraph companies,”

Also, in section 6, strike out, in line 12, the word “five " and insert *three; "
go it will read: ** And if said bridge is not commenced within three years,” ete,

Also, in line 13, strike out “‘ten” and insert “‘five;' so it wlll read: “And
compleled within five years," eto.

The amendments were concurred in.

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third

time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Mr. BLANCHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill
‘was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on
the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

LIGHT-HOUSE, OYSTER-BED SHOAL, NEW YORK.

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the hill (H.
R. 10832) for the establishment of a light-boat with fog-bell on Oys-
ter-Bed Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York.

I will state that this bill carries no appropriation, is recommended
by the Light-House Board, and I ask that the bill be considered in the
House as in Committee of the Whole.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacled, ele., Thatalight-boat with fog-bell be established at or near Oys-
ter-Bed Shoal, in the Hudson River, opposite Rockiand Lake Dock, New York,
at a cost not to exceed §10,000.

The commiitee recommend the adoption of the following amend-
ments:

In line 3 strike out the word ""boat” and insert ““house.” In line 4,change
::%iségor-’?ed " to "' Oyster-Beds;” and in line 6 strike out ** $10,000” and insert

Also é_mcnd the title ro as to read: “A bill for the establishment of a light=
house with fog-bell on Oyster-Beds Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York.”

The amendments were agreed to.

_ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time,
and passed.

‘The amendment to the title was also concurred in.

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the

table.
The latter motion was agreed to. b

LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL, HUMBOLDT, CAL,

Mr. CLARDY. Iask to call up the bill (H. R. 12430) providing for
the estahlishment of the light and fog-signal at Hu 1holdt, Cal., upon
a more secure site, and for the establishment of a light-ship at or near
the wreck of thesteam-ship Oregon, in New York Harbor.

The bill was read, as follows:

_ Be it enasted, ete., That the light and fog-signal at Humboldt, Cal., be estab-
lished uron A more secure sile, at a cost not to exceed $25,000; and that there
be established in the vicinity of the wreck of the steam-ship Oregon, entrance to
New York Harbor, a light-ship with a steam fog-signal, the entire cost of which
shall not exceed £60,000.

AMr. CLARDY. This bill as originally introduced provided simply
for the establishment of a light and fog-signal at Humboldt, Cal.,
but the committee has reported thissubstitute for the original bill, No.
1226, providing also for the establishment of a light-ship in the vicin-
il:t[y :{i} the of the steam-ship Oregon, at the entrance to New York

ar .

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CLARDY moved #o reconsider the vote by which the bill was
tp:ﬁed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the

2.

The latter motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. 'Without objection the bill H. R.
1226 will be laid upon the table.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

ETEAM-TENDER ON THE GREAT LAKES.

Mr. CLARDY. T ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 12431) pro-
viding for the construction of a steam-tender for service on the Great
Lakes.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ele., That n team-tender for light-house duty on the northwest-

ern lakes be constructed, a. . cost not to exceed $85,000: Provided, That the con-

?i;:aiu? of said tender shall be let to the lowest responsible bidder after adver-
ment.

The bill wasordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

LIGHTS ON CONEY ISLAND.

Mr. CLARDY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11527)
to establish lights on the western end of Coney Island, New York.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That the S tary of the T ¥ be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to establish a light or lights on the western end of Coney
Island, New York, at a sum not to exceed $25,000.

The committee propose, in line 4, after the word ‘‘lights,”? to insert
‘“and a fog-signal.”’

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

LIGHTS ON THE COAST OF MISSISSIPPL

Mr. CLARDY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12310)
providing for the establishment of certain lights on the coast of Missis«
sippi.
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The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ele., That there be established range-lights to guide into the
mouth of the Pascagoula River, Mississippi, at a cost not to exceed §1,000.

SEc. 2. That there be established a light on the east bank of Pearl River, M
sissippi, opposite the draw in the railway bridge, at a cost not to exceed §250,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

LIGHT-HOUSE AT SIUSLAW RIVER, OREGON.

Mr. CLARDY. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7066)
providing for the establishment of a light-house at or near the mouth
of the Siuslaw River, in the State of Oregon.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized to establish a light-house at or near the mouth of the Siuslaw River, in
the State of Oregon, at a cost not to exceed §50,000.

Mr. CLARDY. I now yieldto the gentleman from Oregon, who de-
gires to offer an amendment.

Mr. HERMANN, I move, in line 4, after the word *‘at,”’ to insert
the words ‘‘ Heceta Head,”’ and strike out the word ‘‘ or ’’ in the same
line.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HERMANN. This measure has the indorsement of the Light-
House Board, which favorably recommends the construction of said

ht-house to be located at Heceta Head near Siuslaw River, Oregon.

e reasons for said construction are fully shown by said board, chief
among which is the statement that for 80 miles between Capes Arago
and Foulweather, on the Pacific coast, there is now no light, and that
the proposed light at Heceta will be between these points, and that ‘‘a
coast light is required to divide the dark space between the two lights
above mentioned.”” A first-order light at or near Heceta Head is suffi-
ciently near the mouth of Siuslaw River; and it is recommended that
the proper steps be taken to establish such light.

This is a light-house which our people have sought for duringseveral
years. The Siuslaw is one of the beautiful rivers of Oregon; its com-
merce is rapidly inereasing, and it should be properly encouraged and

rotected. An enterprising and intelligent people have settled that

ertile valley, and soon we may expect a railway to connect the coast
with the trunk-line railways of the interior. I beseech the House to
pass this just measure.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading;
nnd being engrossed, il was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. HERMANN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table. -

The latter motion was agreed to.

LIGHT-HOUSE OFF POINT PENINSULAR, LAKE MICHIGAN.

Mr. CLARDY. I now callup for consideration the bill (H.R. 11678)

roviding for the erection of sundry light-houses and fog-signals in

kes Erie, Huron, Michigan, and Superior.

The bill was read, asfollows:

Be it enacled, ele., That a light-house be established at or near Eleven-foot
Shoal, off Point Peninsular, Lake Michir an, Michigan, at & cost not exceeding
£60,000, and when said light shall be completed the light now maintained at
Point Peninsular shall be discontinued, ;

That a light-house and fog-signal be established at Squaw Island, Lake Mich-
igan, at a cost not exceeding $25,000.

That there be established & light-house at or near Old Mackinac Point, ata
cost not uoeedlmfm.ﬂm. and when the same shall be completed the light main-
tained at McGulpin’s Point shall be discontinued,

That a fog-signal and range-lights be placed on the end of the west pier at
Ashtabula, Ohio, Lake Erie, at a cost not exceeding §7,000.

That there be established a fog-signal at Michigan Island, Lake Superior, at
a cost not exceeding §5,500,

That there be established a red and white flash-light and fog-signal on the
Rock of Ages, Lake Superior, at a cost not exceeding $15,000,

That there be established a fog-signal on South Fox Island, Lake Michigan,
at a cost not exceeding §5,000.

That a fog-bell be placed at the east end of Portage Ship-Canal, at a cost not
umedink%.mﬂ.

The committee recommend the following amendment: In line 12
strike out the word ‘‘ Mackinac’’ and insert the word ‘‘ Mackinaw,’’
and strike out all after line 17.

The amendmend was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
pamedbl ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.
LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL AT CHICAGO, ILL.

Mr. CLARDY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R, 12113) for
the establishment of a light-house and steam fog-signal on the outer
breakwater at the harbor at Chicago, I11.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro-
riated, out of’my in the T: v not otherwise appropriated, to estab-
ish a light-house and steam fog-signal on the easterly end of the outer break-
water at the harbor of Chieago, Lake Michigan, Illinois: Provided, That this
light may be established at any time without regard to the completion of said
breakwater.
The committee recommend an amendment, to strike out all after the
enacting clanse and insert the following:

That a light-house and steam Iag-dfnnl be established on the easterly end of
the outer breakwater at the harbor of Chieago, Lake Michigan, Illinois, at a cost
not to exceed £36,000: Provided, That this light may be established at any time
without regard to the completion of said breakwater.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

LIGHT-HOUSE, ST. CATHERINE ISLAND, GEORGIA.

Mr. CLARDY. I next eall up the bill (H. R. 12324) for the estab-
lishment of a light-house station on St. Catherine Island, State of
Georgia.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacled, ete., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di-
rected to establish alight-house station on St. Catherine Island, State of Georgi
at the point which the Light-House Board may select as the most eligible, an
that the sum of §20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap-
propriated for that purpose.

The committee recommend the following amendments:

In line 3 sirike out the word ** War" and insert * the Treasury.,” In lines 6.

and 7 strike out the words '*and that the sum of '’ and insert *at a cost not to
exeeed ;" and strike out lines 8 and 9.

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended was or-
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed it
was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

LIGHT-HOUSE OFF CAPE HATTERAS, NORTH CAROLINA.

Mr. CLARDY. I call up the bill (8. 1283) making an appropriation
for the erection of a light-house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape
Hatteras, North Carolina.

The hill was read, as follows:

Be il enacted, ele,, That the sum of £500,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro-
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise app: m£ for the
erection of a light-house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape ras, North
Carolina: Provided, That such econtractors for doing this work may be selected
by the L'lrg-hl-ﬂouao Board as may, inthe judgment of the board, be gest fitted by
reason of skill, experience, possession o t?hm and control of means to do the
work, payments to be made in the discretion of the board, upon the approval of
the Secretary of the Treasury.

The committee propose to strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert the following: :

That a light-house be established on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hat-
teras, North Carolina, at a cost not to exceed $500,000: Provided, That the con-
tractors for doing this work shall be the lowest responsible bidders and best
fitted by reason of skill and ex ence to do the work: And ed further,

That payments shall be made therefor, as the work p thediscretion
%I;Lhe L?ghb-ﬂousu Board, and subject to the uppm::i of the Secretary of the
aAsury.

And to amend the title to conform to the bill,

Mr. CLARDY. It will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that this bill requires
the expenditure of a very considerable amount of money—$500,000..
Tt was introduced in the early part of last session. The committee
then considered the bill, and listened, of course, to the suggestions
made by the Light-House Board, but becanse the committee was not
satisfied of the ability of the board to complete the structure for the
amount of the estimate and was not thoroughly satisfied of the feasi-
bility of the project, it refused to meommenc% the passage of the bill.

During the present session the committee has listened to the mem-
bers of the Light-House Board, and have ascertained that a contract
can be made by which the structure can be completed for the sum of
$500,000, which, of course, is a very large sum of money. In addition
to that it has heard from the persons engaged in shipping on the coast
of the very great danger to which lives and property are subjected at
this place. Indeed, I think within the last ten days there has been a
loss of severallives at this place, and within the last two or three years
a large number of people have been drowned there. So the commit:
did not feel at liberty any longer to withhold this bill from the consid-
eration of the House. I believe the bill ought to pass. I want to say
the amendment provides that unless success is achieved in the building
of this light-house it shall cost the Government nothing. The con-
thtn;actor fsumes the risk. He gives bond for the faithful completion or

e work.

Iyield a momenttothegentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. LATHAM],
and apologize for the time I have already consumed.
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Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, it would be utterly impossible in the
ghort time allowed me by the chairman of the Committee upon Com-
meree to properly impress npon the members of the House the vast im-
portance of the measure now under consideration.

To gentlemen who are already acquainted with the general conforma-
tion of the Atlantic coast and have any knowledge of our marine his-
tory from its earliest period until the present day, it would be an idle
waste of time to dwell upon the dangers of Cape Hatteras and the in-
nnmerable disasters which have occurred in its vicinity.

To those who know nothing of the appalling terrors and horrible fate
of the brave and gallant seamen who have confronted its dangers, any
words of mine wonld fail to adequately portray them.

The sea is a voracious and insatiate monster. Its white-capped
waves are constantly beckoning to destruction, and its voice, like
the horse-leech’s danghter, is ever calling for more victims. Youth
and old age, wealth, intellect, beauty, all have alike been swept away
in its remorseless wrath, and lie wrapped in its cold embrace. Its
dangers and terrors have beentold in prose and in verse and in every lan-
guage. Whether portrayed in the beautiful periods of the Psalmist or
tabulated in their dry details by the Light-House Board, they excite
the sympathyand appeal to the humanity of every reader. Its moods
are as variable and uncertain—

As the shade
By the light quivering aspen made.

Roused by the battling winds as they sweep across its bosom to the
full height of its majestic wrath, it rushes with irresistible force from
the shores of one continent to those of another, sweeping as with a
besom of destruction everything in its path, till, tired and spent, it
falls back, like a giant exhausted, hefore the barriers erected by Om-
niscience against its further encroachments. At times it sleeps as
calmly as the infant at its mother’'s breast; at times it tosses like a
strong man in fever. Inits anger, terrible; in its serenity, beantiful ;
in every mood and at all times grand and majestic.

DBut, Mr. Speaker, just at that point where our eastern sea-line, after
pursuing almost a due southern course for more than 500 miles, turns
abruptly to the southwest, there lies a sand reef known the world over
as Diamond Shoals. Perhaps on account of thisangle made in the coast-
line, perhaps from other causes, there has been formed here a reef upon
which more lives have been lostand more treasure destroyed than any-
where else on the Eastern seaboard.

While the sea sleeps elsewhere it here knows no rest. The pulsa-
tions of its mighty bosom are ceaseless and eternal. Tts white-capped
waves, though repulsed, are never conquered. Its battalions fall Ea k
only to again advance. It knows no pity, no remorse. Bafiled in its
onward march, it wreaks its revenge on everything that comes within
its magic influence. The strongest ship that ever rode the main,
though her ribs were forged by the Cyclops, is a cockle-boat in its
mighty grasp. When the sound of its waves as they break in white
foam on the onter Diamond fallsupon the ear of the mariner, he *‘leaves
hope behind,” for his doom is sealed. Noship has ever ridden iis
waves in safety; the Angel of Mercy has never drawn from its swirl-
ing waters a human being that its waves have once ingulfed.

It is upon this point, around which cluster so many terrible associa-
tions and so many harrowing recollections, where so many of those
who “‘go down to the sea in ships’” have met untimely ends, where so
much hard-earned treasure lies buried, that it is proposed to establish
a danger-signal, that far-flashing above the crest of the highest waves
of the Atlanticshall carry timely warning to the commerce of the world
of the dangers that menace it.

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to impress upon the House the fact that this
bill is not of local but of national importance. From every section
of the conntry—from Maine to Texas, from the ship-bunilders of New
England, from the merchants of New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore,
Norfolk, Charleston, Savannah, New Orleans, Galveston, from the
shippers of every port worthy the name, from all the large com-
panies engaged in marine ins itions to the Light-House
Board urging speedy action in this direction have been received. The
leading journals of the country have taken up the guestion and are de-
manding that the commercial interests of the country shall be pro-
tected.

It will be bad statesmanship and worse economy to close our ears to
these demands. It will be the merest folly to attempt to evade our
duty or escape responsibility. For more than six years these demands
have been made. The Senate has already risen to the measuare of its
duty. Let us be as liberal and broad in our views and erect to the
memory of the present Congress a monument more enduring than brass
and more lasting than marble.

Mr. Speaker, it was originally proposed to place a light-ship off Dia-
mond Shoals instead of erecting a light-house. This was soon, however,
determined to be impracticable. Buoys were placed outside the shoal
and anchored with the heaviest cables. The action of the waves, rub-
bing one link against another, very shortly destroyed these cables, and
the buoys floated from their For the same reason no light-
ship could safely weather a storm on this coast.

The only argument, Mr. SBpeaker, that has ever been urged against
the passage of this bill, the only reason why the Committee on Com-

merce have not long since reported it, is that it was considered imprac-
ticable to erect a permanent structure at this point. But, sir, this is
not trne. 'We have not as yet sounded the possibilities of engineering
skill; but more difficult feats than this have been successfully per-
formed. The d water on this reef is only 17 feet. A light has
been erected and is now in snccessful operation in the German Ocean,
celebrated for its storms and disasters, in 35 feet of water.

But the most complete and conclusive answer to the objection is that
the most skillful engineers of the country havedeclared thatthe scheme
is entirely practicable. And, sir, to settle this matter beyond any sort
of controversy, I am informed that a firm entirely solvent has offered
to erect the stracture at its own expense, to require the payment of
nothing until it is complete, and even then to leave 20 per cent. of
the contract price in the Treasury for a period of five years as a security
to the Government. b

Mr. Speaker, I have submitted these facts to the House in the as-
sured confidence that it will recognize the necessity of passing this bill,
and that, although the amount may seem large, it will sink into in-
significance when the lives and property of our fellow-citizens are in
hourly jeopardy.

The amendments recommended by the committee were to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill
amended to a third reading:

Mr., DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I understood the chairman of the
Committee on Commerce [Mr. CLARDY] to say that the Government
would not be at any expense whatever about this light-hounse unless it
should prove a success. Now, I want to ask him how he is to know
that it is going to be a success, when the bill provides for the payment
of the money as the work

A MEMBER. The contractor gives a bond.

Mr. DUNHAM. That is true, but the bill provides that payment
shall be made therefor as the work progresses. Now suppose the work
progresses from day to day and each day you pay a little money, and
when you get throngh the work is found not to be a success, what will
be your remedy? I am not opposed to this bill, but I do not under-
stand the statement of the chairman of the committee, in view of this
provision in the bill. .

Mr. CLARDY. Then, Mr.S er, I will repeat what I said before,
that » bond is to be given for the faithful execution of the work and
for the refund of the money unless the work proves a success.

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was
accordingly read the third time, and

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
png;ed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

The title was amended so as to conform to the bill,

Mr, LATHAM, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print re-
marks in the RECORD in connection with the bill.

BRIDGE BILLS.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, we have quite a number of bridge bills
‘_;hi(é]; w]: desire to have considered and of which I have sent a list to
the Clerk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R.10721) to of a bridge ncross the Arkan-
gas River at or near Cumming's Landing, Lincoln County, Arkansas.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I want to state about that bill, and about
all of these bridge bills, that if there is any failure in any of them to
contain all the provisions that have been suggested by the War Depart-
ment it is due to an oversight; but I do not think there is any such
failure. There isnot one of them in which the report of the engineers
with reference to protecting substantially the interests of navigation
has been disregarded. Therefore, if there be no ebjection, I ask that
these bills be considered and passed by their titles. 'Of course if any
gentleman ohjects to any particular bill I will withdraw that for sepa-
rate action.

The SPEAKER pro The gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Crisp] asks unanimous consent that the reading of these bills be dis-
pensed with except by title, in view of the statement just made. Is
there objection? -

Mr. DUNHAM. I object.

Mr. CLARDY. The gentlemen certainly does not want to have all
these bridge bills read at length.

Mr. DUNHAM. I simply want to make a statement, and I have to
object in order to get the chance to make it. I suggest that the first
bill on the list bad better be read, inasmuch as the Commerce Com-
mittee of this Congress has put some clausesinto these bridge bills that
have never been in any such bills heretofore. Let the first bill be read
in order that gentlemen present may see wherein it differs from former
bridge bills, and then I shall have no objection to the request of the
chairman.

Mr. CLARDY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Dux-
HAM] that we have already passed several bridge bills to-night, and the

thari " 43,

gentleman himself is on the subcommittee to consider those bills.
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The SPEAKER pro fempore. The Clerk will read the first bill.

The Clerk read the bill H. R. 10721 in part.

Mr. DUNHAM (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, the clauses
that I desire to call attention to having been read, I do not insist npon
the further reading of the bill.

The substitute reported by the committee was ordered to be en-
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly
read the third time, and paased

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed;
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

The original bill (H. R. 10609) was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI NEAR ALMA, WIS.

Mr. CRISP. T call up the bill (S. 2816) to authorize the construc-
tion of a bridge for railway purposes across the Mississippi River be-
tween the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, to be located north of
and in the vicinity of the city of Alma, Wis.

Mr. HAUGEN. I believe there are two amendments fo this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the amend-
ments to this bill have already been agreed to by the House when it
was up on a former occasion. The guestion is now on the third read-
ing of the bill.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What are those amendments?

Mr. HAUGEN. They are those proposed by the gentleman from
Minnesota himself. The first one is in regard to the more definite
location of the bridge, and the second extends the time for the com-
mencement of the work from one to two years, and for its completion
to three years.

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Those are all?

Mr. HAUGEN. Those are all.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and

Mr. HAUGEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
paa?ed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE OVER ST. JOHN’S RIVER, FLORIDA.

Mr. CRISP. I now call up the bill (H. R. 10588) to authorize the
construetion of a bridge over the St. John’s River, in the State of
Florida.

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows:

At the end of section 3 insert the following :

**And equal priv in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all tele-

Ern‘rh companies, and the United States shall bave right of way over said
for al telegraph pu o

Inmge = of section 6 insert, after the words * shall not be,” the word *‘ com-
men or,

After the word “ Congress,” in line 4 of section 7, insert the words “or the
Secretary of War."”

Add the following as a new section
_ ““8gc. 8. That this actshall be null md void if actnal construction of the brid?
herein anthorized be not commeneced within one year and eumpleﬁed with
three years from the date thereof.”

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third

time; and being engrossed it wasaccordingly read the third time, and
ssed.

Mr, CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.
The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENSAS RIVER, LOUISIANA.

Mr. CRISP. I call up the bill (8. 3285) to authorize the construe-
tion of a bridge across the Tensas River, at or near Kirk’s Ferry, La.
The amendment as reported by the committee was read, as follows:

Tn line 7, section 1, strike out * Kirk’s " and insert ** Daniel’s.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading;and it was ac-
cordingly read the third time, and

Mr, CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill v;:;}nmed
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI AT LEAVENWORTH, KANS.

Mr. CRISP. I call up the bill (H. R. 11649) to authorize the con-
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River between the city of
Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas, and Platte County, in the State
of Missonri.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the Eﬂl was passed;
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

VICKSBURG, SHREVEPORT AND TEXAS RAILROAD COMPANY.
The next bill, ealled up by Mr. Crisp, was the bill (H. R. 11782) to
npprove and ratify the construction by the Vicksburg, Shreveport and
Texas Railroad Company of the bridge over the Red River at Shreve-
port, La., and the bridge over the Ouachita River at Monroe, La., and

to anthorize said railroad company to maintain said bridges over said
water ways, subject to certain stipulations and conditions.
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: |
Add the following as a new section : !

*“SEc. 8. That on the failure of the said railroad company to obey this act m:z?t

to conform to the provisions thereof any municipal corpoftition adjacent to
bridges, or interested in the enforcement of this act, or any other mr!mml.ion.
pef(?‘:':ﬂ or persons injuriously affected by such failure, may institutesuitagainst

company, by mandamus or other appropriate in the-

circuit eouxr. of the Unltod States within the jurisdiction of whmb said bridges
are located, inthe name of the United States, upon the relati f the party com-
laining, to enforce the provisionsof this act. Such suit shall 'be brought by the
%niieﬂ States district attorney for the district within which said bridges aresit-
uat d, and said court shall have full power by its judgment and decree to com-
pel said railroad company to comply with the provisions of this law.”
The amendment was agreed to.
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third

time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Mr, CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.
BRIDGES ACROSS THE KENTUCKY RIVER.

The next bill, called up by Mr. CrisP, was the bill (H. R. 11573) to
authorize the construction of bridges across the Kentueky River.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mzr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed;
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGES ACROSS RED RIVERE.

Mr. CRISP called up for consideration the bill (8. 3666) to amend
an act entitled “* An act granting to the city of Grand Forks, Dak., the
;llghlt BE.% build two free bridges across the Red River,’”’ approved May

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed;
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE ACROSS YOUNG'S BAY, OREGON.

Mr. CRISP called up for consideration the bill (8. 3645) granting to
the Astoria and South Coast Railway Company the right to construct
& bridge across Young's Bay, a navigable stream in the county of Clat-
sop and State of Oregon.

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly
read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed;
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE ACROSS BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW, LOUISIANA.

Mr. CRISP ealled np for consideration the bill (8. 3284) to authorize
the construction of a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew, at or near
‘Ward’s Ferry, Louisiana.

The bill was read,

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read
the third time, and passed.

Mr.CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed;
and also moved that the motion to recongider be laid on the table,

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI EIVER AT LA CROSSE, WIS,

Mr. CRISP called up for consideration the bill (1. R. 12059) to au.
thorize the construction of a hridge or bridges across the Mississippi
River at La Crosse, Wis.

The amendment reported by the commitiee was remd by the Clerk,
as follows:

Insert in line 14, after the word ** War,” the words * alier an examination and
]]m 3& board of three United States engineers and appointed by him ;" so it
1 rea

“* Provided, That it shall not be lawful to eonstruect said bridge or bridges until
the Secretary of War, after anexamination and report by a board of three United
States engineers and appointed by him, shall certify that the same will not ma-
terially obstruct the navigation of said river.”

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill asamended was ordered
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac-
cordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed;
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGES OVER GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS.

Mr. CRISP called up for consideration the bill H. R, 12524, reported
as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 11996) to authorize the construction
of bridges over Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, by
the Henderson State Line Railroad Company.

The bill was ordeied to be engrossed and read a third time; and it
was accordingly read the third time, and passed.
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Mr, CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed;
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

BRIDGE ACROSS OSAGE RIVER.

Mr, CRISP called®up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12389) author-
izing the construction of a bridge across the Osage River at some ac-
cessible point in the county of Benton, in the State of Misscuri.

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows:

Insert as an additional section:

“SEc, 7. That this act shall be void if actual construction of thebridgeherein

thorized be not cor 1 within one year and completed within three
years from the date thereof.”

The amendment was agreed to. x

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill waspassed;
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.
The latter motion was agreed to.

WAGON AND FOOT-PASSENGER BRIDGE, LYONS, I0OWA.

Mr. CRISP called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12489) to au-
thorize the construction of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across
the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, Towa.

The amendments of the committee were reported, as follows:

In section 2, line 9, after the word ** than,” strike out the word ''two” and
insert ** three.”
ﬁI{a same section, line 13, after the word *hundred,” insert the words “and

lg.mme section, line 21, after the word * than,” strike out * two' and insert

*three.”
In same section, line 25, after the word * than,” strike out*'two" and insert
hree.”

In same section, line 26, strike out the words * said span,” at beginning of the
line, and insert as follows, in lieu thereof : " every partof the superstructure of

said low bridge.’”

In section 5, line 25, strike out the words ** Becretary of War' and insert in
lieu thereof the words “ Light-House Board.”

. Amend the title so as to read: **A bill to authorize the construction of a rail-
road, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near
Lyons, Iowa.” ]

In section 1, line 7, insert the word “ railroad " at the end of said line,

In section 1, insert the following words after the word * provided,” in line 11:
*and to lay on or over said bridge a track or tracks, for the more perfect con-
neection of any railroad or railroads that are or may be constructed to said river,
on either or both sides thereof, at or opposite said nﬁoint_"

In sc;%i‘un 1, insert the words ** railroad trains ” after the words * passage of,"”
in line
inIrn n«l:tion 8, insert the words “railroad and " before the word " telegraph,”

line 10.

In section 4, insert the words ' railroad and " after the word *'all,” in line 1.

The amendments were agreed to in gross.

The hill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third

time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

Mr. CRISP moved toreconsider the vote by which the bill was passed;
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Towa. I rise tomove that the title of the bill
be amended.

The SPEAKER. That wasincluded in the amendments of the com-
mittee.

BRIDGE ACROSS CANAL ENTRANCE TO HARBOR OF DULUTH.

Mr. CRISP, I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 5191) for the
construction of a bridge across the canal entrance to the harbor of Du-
luth.

Mr. HAUGEN. I object to the consideration of that bill to-night.

Mr. DUNHAM. Let the bill be read.

Mr. HAUGEN. I have no objection, of course, to the reading of the
Dbill, but I give notice that I will object to its consideration.

Mr. CRISP. Then I ask to withdraw the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be withdrawn,

Mr. HAUGEN. I have a letter from the Secretary of War recom-
mending a postponement of this and the other Duluth bill, and for the
present I shall object to these bills.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is withdrawn.

Mr. DUNHAM, After a bill is presented can it be withdrawn ex-
cept by consent?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman has the right to with-
draw the bill. :

BRIDGE ACROSS BAY OF SUPERIOR, MINNESOTA.

Mr. CRISP. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R, 5192) for the
construction of a bridge across the Bay of Superior, between Rice’s
Point and Minnesota Point, in the State of Minnesota.

Mr. HAUGEN. That is the other bill to which I referred, and to

which I object. _
Mr. DUNHAM. Let the bill be read. .
Mr. HAUGEN. I do not object to the reading of the bill, but I
raise the question of consideration against it.
Mr. CRISP, I ask to withdraw tfa bill for the present, in order to

save time,

"

There being no objection, the bill was withdrawn.

Some time su uently,

Mr. DUNHAM said: Mr. Speaker, House hills 5191 and 5192 were
reported from the Committee of Commerce of the House in accordance
with the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers. Now, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] has letters of a later day from
the Secretary of War, transmitting copies of other letters from the
Chief of Engineers, which seem to be against these bridges, and I ask
that the letters may bs printed in the RECORD,so as to show why
these bills can not pass.

Mr. HAUGEN. I will send both letters to the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can take the floor in
his own right and ask to have the letters printed.

Mr. HAUGEN. Verywell. Mr. Speaker, I will state that these let-
ters were sent to the Committee on Commerce of the Senate when they
had under consideration bills of exactly similar character to the ones
under consideration here.

Mr. DUNHAM. Inasmuch astheCommittee on Commerce acted on
information from the Secretary of War at the time, now that the Sec-
retary of War has sent later information and recommends this delay in
the matter, it is proper that that information should be printed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The letters referred to by the gentle-
man from Wisconsin will be printed in connection with the statement
of the gentleman.

The letters are as follows:

OrrICcE oF THE CHIEF OoF EXGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY,
Washington, D. C., March 24,1888,

Sir: 1 have the honor to return herewith the letter of Hon. N, P, HAUGEN,
House of Representatives, dated the 19th instant, asking the views of the War
Department as to the general effect upon navigation of the proposed bills (H.
R. 5191 and 5192) authorizing bridges ‘across the eanal entrance to the harbor
of Duluth, Minn.,” and " across the Bay of Superior, from Rice's Point to Min~
nesota Point,“ and to report that, so far as the interests of navigation are con-
cerned, all bridges must be considered as forming more or less obstructions ; but
bridges are essential to the interests and ities of cor , and must be
permitted when reqfuired, the only question being as to limiling as far as prac-
ticable the degree of obstruction, having in view the relative importance of the
conflicting interests. The re_‘p?rtu of this om_ga ln_teferenoa to the bridges in

question ions fora believed to be necessary
for the int ts of ce and navigation, but do not advocate or recom-
mend the passage of the bill.s}()onzms alone being the judge of the propriety
or sity for th of bridge laws.

a8
Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
J. C. DUANE,

Brigadier-General, Chisf of Engincers,
Hon, Wizriax C. ExpIcoTT,
Becretary of War.

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, March 27, 1888,

Sir: I have the 'honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 19th
instant, stating that the people of the town of Superior, Wis., through their
hamber of com , T@ t agninsl. the passage of House bills 5191 and
5192, authorizing the construction of brid, across the canal entrance to the
harbor of Duluth, Minn., and across the Bay of Superior from Rice's Point to
Minnesota Point, and requesting the views of this Department as to the general
effect of the proposed bridges upon the navigation of the waters named.

In reply, I beg to inclose a report of the 24th instant from the Chiefl of Engi-
neers, in which he states that the reports transmitted to Congress upon these
bills contain such recommendations as were deemed necessary by his office for
“;.hi:tguj_“;u of commerce and navigation, but do not recommend the passage
of

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,

WM. C. ENDICOTT,
Secretary of War.
Hon. N. P. HAUGEN,
House of Representatives,

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, USITED STATES ARMY
Washington, D. C., December 24, 1888,
Srr: Inreference to 5.1553,abill * to authorize the city of Duluth, St. Louis
County, Minnesota, to construct and maintain a bridge across the Bay of Superior,
between Minnesota Pointand Rice’s Point,” received informally from the Senate
Committee on Commerce, through the clerk of that ittee, with request that
areport upon it be submitted, I have to report that while the bridge in gquestion
might prove as unobjectionable asany otherstructure of the kind at the locality
selected, it is believed that any bridge at that location would prove aserious ob-
struction to free navigation for the reason that the y crowded and insuffi-
cient space would, in the event of further obstruction by another bridge, prove
a serious injury to navigation without resulting benefit to the large .m.i’m
stantly increasing commerce seeking ingress and egress at Superior Bay.
In the interests of navigation and commerce, therefore, it is recommended that
the bill under consideration be not by Congress,
A copy of the bill 8.1453, Fiftieth Congress, first session, is herewith.
ery respectfully, your obedient servant,
THOS. LINCOLN CABEY,
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers.
Hon, WiLLiax C, EXDICOTT,

Secretary of War,

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF EXGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY,
Washington, D. C., D ber 24,
Sir: In referenceto 8, 1452, Fiftieth Congress, first session, a bill *'to authorize
Duluth, Minn., to construet and maintain a bridge across the ship-
canal, and upon the Government piers of the same, through Minnesota Point,"”
ed informally from the Senate Committee on Commerce, “fh the
O O e That 1o ajew, of iha fast that the proposcd bridg® is 16 be bulls as
ve to re| n view of the fact that the proposed br nilt a
the ex'trempaoweat end of Lake Superior, at the harbor of Duluth, which isexposed
probably more than an{ other harbor on the lakes, and receivea the full force
of the northeasterly es which sweep that lake with great and destroetive
violence, thus rendering its entrance by vessels not only extremely difficult but
very dangerous, it would seem to be adverse to the interests of commerce and
navigation to render these dangers even more L lous by the tion of the
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bridge at the point proposed
permitted at this locality that will in any degree enhance the dangers
culties to navigation already existing, and it is accordingly recommended that
thﬁhbiﬂ under consideration be not passed by Congress. The bill 8, 1452 is here-
with.

Very respectfully, your cbedient servant,

THOS. LINCOLN CASEY,
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers.

. In the opinion of this office no bridge si::glél be

Hon, WiLLiAu C, ENDICOTT,
Secretary of War.

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, January 2, 1889,

Bin: Referring to a letter from the Department dated February 21,1888, on the |

subject of Senate bill 1453, Fiftieth Congress, first session, * to authorize the city
of Duluth, St. Louis County, Minnesota, to construct and maintain a bridge
across the Bay of Superior, between Minnesota Point and Rice’s Point,” I now
have the honor to transmit herewith a report dated the 24th ultimo, from the
Chief of Engineers, recommending, in the interests of navigation and commerce,
that the measure under consideration be not passed by Congress.

The recomnmendation of the Chief of Engineers is concurred in by the Depart-
ment.

Very respectfull
= WM. C. ENDICOTT,

Secretary of War.
Hon., WiLLIAM P. FRYE,
Chairman Commillee on Commerce, United Stales Senafe.

War DeEPARTMENT, Washington Cily, January 2, 1889,

Biz: Referring to a leiter from this Department dated February 20, 1888, on
Senate bill No. 1452, Fiftieth Congress, first session, ‘' to authorize the city of
Duluth, Minn,, to construct and maintain a bridge across the ship-canal and
upon the Government piers of th through Mi ta Points,” I now have
the honor to transmit for the information of your ittee a report of the 24th
ultimo from the Chief of Engineers, recommending, in the interests of commerce
and navigation, that the bill in question be not passed.

The recommendation of the Chief of Engineers is concurred in by the Depart-
ment.

Very respectfully,

WM. O, ENDICOTT,
Becrelary of h”ar.
Hon, Wirriaxm P. FryYE,
Chairman C itiee on Co ce, Uniled Stales Senale,
. BRIDGE ACROSS THE KENTUCKY RIVER, ETC.

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration the
bill 8. 3921, which is precisely the same bill in its terms as the bill of
the House which was reported from the Committee on Commerce.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The title of the bill will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 8921) to authorize the Kentucky Union Railway Company to con-
struct a bridge across the Kentucky River and its tributaries,

Mr. TAULBEE That bill is on the Speaker’s table, and I ask that
it be taken from the table and substitute it for the House bill which
is on the Calendar. 2

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'Without objection, that will be done.

There being noobjection, the Senate bill was taken from the Speaker’s
table,dmd twice, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and

passed. -
Mr. TAULBEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.
The latter motion was agreed to.
The bill (H. R. 12543) was ordered to be laid on the table.
CONDUIT PIPES ACROSS OHIO RIVER.

Mr. CLARDY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11216) to
authorize the Union Gas Company to lay conduit pipes across the Ohio
River.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ele., That the assent of Congress is hereby given to the Union
Gas Company to lay ni-ges for conducting natural gas, petroleum, or salt water
across the Ohio River at such points as may be deemed necessary, between the
mouth of Buck Creelk, in Harrison County, Indiana, and the city of Jefferson-

_wille, Ind., and points opposite thereto in the State of Kentucky, from any point
in'said State to the upper boundary of the city of Louisville, Ky,: Provided,
That said pipes be laid upon or beneath the bed ofthe river and in such manner
3 ngt to interfere with navigation, and under the supervision of the Secretary

ar.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being

, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

r. CLARDY moved fo reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to. :

BRIDGE BETWEEN LOUISVILLE AND JEFFERSONVILLE.

Mr. CRISP. I call up now for consideration the joint resolution (H.
Res. 256) concerning the construction of a bridge between Louisville,
Ky., and Jeffersonville, Ind.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to the consideration of
that bill to-night.

Mr, CRISP. Then I withdraw the bill for the present.

LIFE-SAVING STATION, COQUILLE RIVER, OREGON.

Mr. TARSNEY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11643)
to provide for the establishment of a life-saving station and life-saving
crew at the mouth of the Coquille River, Oregon.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ¢te., That the sum of $8,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropri-
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for pur-
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iffi- | at mouth of Coquille River, in Coos County, in the State of O

pose of establishing a Hfe-saving station, and providing for a life-saving crew,
3 regon.
The committee recommended the following amendment:

Strike out all of lines 3, 4, 5, and 6 and insert: * That a life-saving station be,
and is hereby, established at the mouth of Coquille River, in Coos County, in
the State of Oregon.”

Amend title by striking out *' and life-saving crew.”

Mr. TARSNEY. The bill carries no appropriation. It has been
amended in that respect on the recommendation of the committee, and
I ask that the amendment be adopted and the bill passed.

The amendment of the committee was concurred in.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and

The title was amended to conform.

STEAMER GEORGE H. PARKER.

Mr. CLARDY moved to dischu.lﬁf the Committee on Commeree from
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7028) to admit to registry
the steamer George H. Parker, and to put it on its passage.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the steamer Geo H. Parker, so called, and now the
property of Abram Smith, a citizen of the State of Michigan, resident at Algo-
nae, St. Clair County, Michigan, be, and said steamer is hereby, directed to
be admitted to registry, under the rules and regulations of the Department of
the Treasury in that behalf made, and on like terms and conditions as though
said steamer was constructed within the United States; and that prior to such
registry the said steamer shall, under the direction of the Secretary of the
Treasury, be inspected by the local ins r8 of the port where such steamer
may be when such inspection is ordered, with reference on each inspection to
the condition and safety of the hull, boilers, machinery, and all other equip-
ments of said st A8 8 CC carrier of passengers and merchandise,
and for service on the lakes and rivers of the Northwest.

o Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to have a little explanation of this
ill. :

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker; the fact is, that the
steamer is an American-built tug-boat; was sold to Canadian parties,
was wrecked, was bought as a wreck, and almost three-fourths of the
value was expended in the repair, but not enough to permit the vessel
to come in under the law. The gentleman applied to the Commis-
sioner of Navigation, but as the amount fell short a very little the Com-
missioner said it could only be done by special act. It does not in-
volve a dollar of cost or injustice to an American citizen. It simply
gives another American citizen the chance of owning American prop-

erty.

Mr. FARQUHAR. The explanation is satisfactory.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the gentleman understand that the steamer
was built originally in the United States?

? Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. It was originally built in the United
tates.

The motion was to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by which
the hill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be
laid on the table. *

The latter motion was agreed to.

WATER-WORKS CRIB AT LAKE VIEW, ILL.

Mr. DUNHAM. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11901)
to authorize the city of Lake View, Ill.,to erect a crib in Lake Michi-
gan for water-works purposes,

The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacled, ele., That the consent of Congress is hereby given to the city of
Lake View, county of Cook, and State of Ill‘ﬁmis. to extend a tunnel, or inlet
pipes, into Lake Michigan so far as may be deemed necessary to insurea supply
of pure water, and to erect a pier or piers and crib in the navigable waters of
said lake for the making, preserving, and working of said aqueducts or pi

or tunnel, the plan and location thereof to be subject to the approval of ums%:
retary of War: Provided, That said city shall furnish and maintain at its own
expense such beacon lights or other signals on such piers or crib as the Light-
House Board shall prescribe,

Mr. CLARDY, Itinvolves no expenditure of public money.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be-
ing en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr, DUNHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

BUREAU OF PUBLIC HEALTH.

Mr. DAVIS. I now ask to call up the bill (H. R. 15283 to prtm
the introduction of contagious and infectious diseases into the U [
States, and to establish a bureau of public health, I ask unanimous
consent to consider it in the House asin Committee of the Whole, The
gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. Crisp] withdraws his objection.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of th
gentleman from Massachusetts to discharge the Committee of the Wh
from the consideration of this bill and that it be considered in the
House ?

Mr. DUNHAM. I think that bill onght to go to the Commiitee of
the Whole.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois objects.
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Ido rot 'lb;:g the gentleman ought
20&3‘&!& _Hehas justgot his bill through, that seems to bealack

generosity. i

Mr. DAVIS. The bill can be considered in the House. I do not
propose to take snap judgment npon it.

Mr. DUNHAM. Let the bill be read subject to objection.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, eto., That there sball be established in the Department of the In-
rior a burean of public health. There shall be ‘W?Thn L from eivil life by
a ts, n

.ai 8 I’rufident. by n}rll;i with i.l;.e]lﬂv Imn}m s t it is-
oper of health, w. n w the manag t of the bureau
‘herein established. He shall be paid an annual salary n%. For his use

'the Secretary of the Interior shall provide suitable oﬂie:q and, with the ap-
proval of the same, ho shall employ su istants nnd clerks as may be nee-
©ssar’

Y.

Sro, 2. That it shall be the duty ofthe Department of State toobtain from the
consular officers at foreign ports and places all available information in regard
to the sanitary condition of such ports and places, and to transmit the same to
the bureau of health; and said bureau shall also obtain,through all sources
neeessible, ineluding Stato and icipal sanitary authorities thiroughout the
United 3&1?5, wesakly reports ef the sanitary condition of ports and places
within the United States; and shall prepare, publish, and transmit te the med-
ical officers of the Marine-Hespital Service, to collectors of customs, and to State
and municipal health officers and autherities weekly abstracts of the censulir
sanitary reports and ether pertinent in received by aaid Burean ; and
shall also, as far as it may be able, by means of the voluntary co-operation of
Btate and municipal mthoﬂﬁu&wblium'nﬁom and private persons, pro-
eure infermation relating to ol and ether conditions affecting the public
health; and shall make -an annual report of its operations to Congress, with
such recommendations as it may deem important to the public interests; and
said report, if o r%:o be printed by Congresa, shall be done under the diree-
tion of the bureau. t the necessary printing of the bureau of public health
shall be done at the Government Printing Office upon the requisition of the
commissioner of health,in the same manner and subject to the same provis-
ions as other public printing for the mmﬂﬂx:irnﬂmenu of the Goyernment.

8e0.3. That the commissioner of health ,under the di m of the Sec-
retary of the Interior, frame rules which,whea approved by the President and
issued by the Department of State, shall serve for the instruction of consular
officers of the United States and of the medieal at any foreign
port. In compliance with these rules, every master of & vessel destined for a

port of the United States shall be furnished with a certificate containing a de-
tailed statement of the inspection of the vessel, cargo, crew, and passengers,
aud of the sanitary measures carried out at the expense of the vessel; or if
such measures are not carried out, instant warning shall be transmitted to the
‘l;rnmd u, m shall immediately notify the guarantine authorities of the port

esti .

Sgc.4. That the b of public heaith s with the approval of the See-
metary of the Interiot, make investigations, in the United States and, if
mecessary, in foreign eountries, into the nature, origin, and prevention of con-
tagious and epidemic disetses, as well g.n the eauses and conditions of particu-
lar outbreaks of disease in the United States, and shall publish and distribute
documents relating to the prevention of disease.

SEc. 5. That the President is authorized, when requested by the burean of
public health, and when the same can be done without prejudice to the public
miu.waamﬂommmwur the Government for
tem duty, to the direction of said bureau, to earry out the pro-
visions of this act; and such officers shall receive no additional compensation
except for actual and n expenses incurred in the performance of such
duties. When a detail of le officers can net be made, the commissioner of

health may employ such and for such time and in such manner as the
funds at the disposal ef the may warrant, subject to the approval of the
Becretary of the In

terior,
Sec. 8, That to d?!'n. the expenses incurred in earrying out the provisions of
this act the sum o ﬁ{m“mmm thereof a8 may be necessary, is hereby
appropriated, to be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior,
on the uisition of the commissioner of health.

SEc.7. That an actentitled “*An act to prevent the introduction of contagions
and infectious into the United States, and to establish a national board
ofh&lgl,‘:t‘:pmvad 8, 1879, and all other acts and parts of acts conflict-

provisions of act are hereby repealed.

8. That this act take cﬂmmgnsﬁuﬁeritsm within which
time the commissioner of health shall be appointed, subject to ti:.eapprwalo{
the Secretary of the Interior.

The committee propose the following amendments:

In line 6 of section 5 strike out the word *‘of,”” and in line 12 of the same sec-
tipn, afterthe word * warrant,” insert the words *' subject to the approval of the
Bécretary of the Interior.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts
asks unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union from the further consideration of this bill,
and that it may be considered in the House. Is there objection ?

Mr. DUNHAM. I think it had better go to the Committee of the
ghole. I have no objection to its going to the Committee of the Whole

ouse.

Mr. CLARDY. Imove that the House resplve itself into Commit-
tee of the Whole House on ihe state of the Uzion for the purpose of
considering the pending bill.

" Tlte motion was agreed to. \

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole
on the state of the Union, Mr. RoGERS in the chair.

The CHATRMAN., 'The House is in Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill the
title of which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 1526) to vent jntroduction of infeetious and contagious dis-
eases into the United States, and t6 establish a burcau of publie health,

Mr. DAVIS. I will state that the committee to amend the
ylluindmugbﬁby adding, at the conclusion of section 5, the words
‘subject fo the approval of the Secretary of the Interior.’” They also
propose to amend section 6 by striking out ‘‘seventy-five thousand
md inserting **fifty thousand ;”’ and they propose tostrike out all after
e word “‘appointed,” in section 8. -
Mr. BRE&OINRIDGE. of Kentucky. If it does not interrupt the

ﬁﬂm too much, I desire to state to him thatlnhs]lmoretosh‘.ﬂw
the words *‘the Interior’’ and amend by inserting ““Agri

Bince we have got that Department and a Secretary of A !cu%urg,u}
do not see why we should not give him some work and relieve fhe
retary of the Interior, who has already too much work.

Mr. DAVIS., 'This bill provides for the appointment of g commis-
sioner of health, to be subordinate to theSecretary of the %n iar, and
whose duty it shall be to collect information through our State officiald
abroad respecting the sanitary condition of foreign countries and the
presence ihere of contagions, infectious, or epidemic diseases which
might be brought to our own conntry.

He willalso take measures to ascertain the presence and location of
such diseasesin our own country and adopt the nccessary means to
prevent their general diffusion.

He will also be required to suggest methods looking to a more uni-
form and relinble system of registration in the States in order that
decennial vital statistics shall be at once more valuable and more easil
and promptly secured. It will be his duty to malkeinvestigationsin
the prevalence of diseases of any particular class or type in certain sec-
tions of our widely extended country and their absence or comparative
rarity elsewhere. To note the effect of the great variety of climate, soil,
and topography which obtain within a territory so vast as ours upon the
health, longevity, vigor, and physical characteristics of our people. T4
note also the effect of oceupations npon health. To eorrespond with
the State boards of health, giving and receiving information therefrom,
and co-operating with and assisting them in the investigation of sani-
tary subjects, and in concerting and carrying into effect measures to
prevent the spread of disease and improve public sanitation.

His functions will indeed be co-ordinate in many respeets with those
of the State boards with whom he will be frequently called to act.
His investigations wlll, of course, have a wider scope and will be
more valuable for that reason, As a central anthority known to be in
entire harmony with the State sanitary aunthorities, he will be able to
make suggestions to one or all of them which may be of the greatest
*The me Mimmmamimh this bill

e measure p y this bill is a logical sequence of the v
genarnlemh]jshmentnfsmtehmxdsofhglth. i e

It is my impression that there are now thirty-one of these boards,
and they command the entire confidence of the medical profession and
the people wherever they exist. They have been established in more
than three-fourths of the States, and in no instance have they been
abolished. They have everywhere rendered most eminent service.
They have tanght the people the most important lessons relating to
public health. They have been the means of securing the most saln-
tary legislation ing the sources of water supply for cities and
towns, ing food and drug adulterations, and the ventilation or
public buildings, the abatement of nuisances, and the removal from
cities and densely—pogﬂiated towns of such kinds of business as may be
prejudicial to the publie health and comfort, and they have made most
thorough investigations into the causes of disease connected with im-
perfect sanitation or whatever tends in sensible degree to increase the
death rate, and they have also improved the system of vital registra-
tion.

1 need hardly dwell upon the importance of each of these duties;
and the necessity for prompt and effective measures to check the prog-
ress of contagious and infections diseases when introduced from abroad
or originating here will be at once admitted and can not be overstated.
A widespread visitation of yellow fever or that more dreadful sconrge,
cholera, appals the imagination to contemplate, and would carry eon-
sternation and death throughout the land. No calamity, not even an
invading army, could produce more distress or inflict greater havoc
upon our business interests.

We know that the progress of yellow fever can be arrested by
measures fearlessly and efficiently applied. And it is belie ]
much can be done to prevent the spread of that still more dreaded and
ﬁlﬁ&l scourge should it reach our shores again, as it is now threatening
to do.

The annual reports of the State boards contain a mass of most val-
uable scientific and practical information npon all subjects connected
with the public health. Tor several years a conference of these boards
ha? assembled annually and its proceedings are of great interest and
value.

I would add that the National Public Health Association, which has
accomplished somuch for sanitary science, is composed of mem-
bers of the State boards of health, or this at least is the fact with its
prominent and active members. For some years the representatives
of the State boards of health had felt the greatimportanee and indeed
necessity for some national anthority with whom they conld eommu-
nicate and who could co-ordinate and supervise their labors.” To ac-
complish this there should be entire harmony and co-operation between
the national bureau and the State boards, and the former should com-
mand the entire confidence and support of the latter.

The greater part of compulsory regulation of health matters comes
under the police power which belongs to the States, and if i‘a’g the
voluntary co-operation of the health authorities that this bill give

aid to them in securing such tion and also Te-
iable, and invaluable Mbmaﬁonormwhich they guirg‘n i
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Tnasmuch as the main purpose of Federal legislation mpen public
health matters should be to aid and co-operate with the States in their
efforts to prevent disease and death, and not to override them, it scems
clear that the wishes of theState health authorities should have great
weight with Congress in considering this question.

Aftera year’s consideration this bill was prepared by the conference of
the State boards atits annunal meeting, and was afterward approved by the
National Public Health Association, and was handed to me to introduce
in the last Congress. It was favorably reported by the Committee on
Commerce of thav Congress, but was not reached upon the Calendar.
It has again received a favorable report and is now beforeyou. I know
that the enactment of this bill is desired by the medical profession and
I believe it to be required by the sanitary interests of the comntry. I
believe every member of this House appreciates the disinterested, self-
sacrificing, and devoted labors of that profession in the pursuit of its
high calling.

These labors are not confined to the cure or alleviation of disease in
the private practice of their profession; it reaches the domain of public
medicine, which has been advanced to its present eminence by their un-
paid but cheerful and loving labors.” True to the traditions and teach-
ings of anoble and humane culture, true tothe examples of many gene-
rations of the fathers in medicine who have each (clarum ei venerabile
nomen) sank to rest followed by grateful benedictions, they strive notfor
wealth and honors alone or chiefly, but for the opportunity to promote
the physical, mental, and moral well-being of their fellow-men.

To this end the medical profession asks you to contributeby the pas-
gage of this bill. On many subjects before this House I can not venture
to speak and must defer to those whose experience here or life training
better fitsthem to decidesuch issues. Butupon thissubject I feel more
strength, and can withont immodesty claim some knowledge, having
been an original member of the first board of health established in this
country and remaining in that capacity until my service commenced
here, and I express my earnest convictions in urging the passage of this
hill.

Mr, DUNHAM. Mr, Chairman, I dislike very much to oppose this
bill, because my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. DAvIs], is very much in favor of it; but I am satisfied’
that it is too large a proposition to be considered by so small a number
of gentlemen as are here to-night, and I am disposed to say that I can
not let the bill pass withont a quornm.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Why did you not say so awhile ago and save
all this time?

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I think we will all admit that
some legislation on public health is very much needed. We have a
Bureau of Animal Industry. We spend thousands and thousandsof
dollars every year to stamp out pleuro-pneumonia in cattle, but how
little in protecting human life from disease! Ifseems tomethatsome
legislation is demanded to co-operate with and assist the State boards
of health to prevent contagions diseases from entering and spreading in
the United States, and to prevent in some measure, if that be possigle,
the panies which sometimes originate without good canse and prevail
inentirecommunities. But, Mr. Chairman, the bill offered by the gen-
tlermn from Massachusetts covers but small partof the ground of needed
legislation.

This bill will not be efficacious for the purpose for which legislation
js needed. It is true that under its operation we wounld get some in-
formation from abroad. It directs our consuls to obtain certaininforma-
tion, and causes to be published certain documents intended to inform
the people of the United States about yellow fever and other diseases,
bu tso far as taking any steps to prevent in any other way the coming
of yellow fever from abroad, or from one State to another, it is utterly
defective, It is, however, a bill which ean do no harm that I know
of, but which, I think, will also do very little good.

Thereisabill introduced by my colleague [Mr. LAcAN], which was
prepared with great care by the board of health of the State of Lonisi-
ana and the commercial bodies of the city of New Orleans, and I in-
tended to offer that bill with aslight modification as a substitute for
this one introduced by the gentleman from Massachussets [Mr, DAVIs]
and reported by the committee. But I recognize fully the fact that on
account of the lateness of the hour and of the fact that so few mem-
bers are present there is no likelihood of either the original bill or a
substitute for it being passed this evening. The few that are here seem
determined not to take the responsibility of legislating on so impor-
tant a subject, and therefore I shall not offer as a substitute at this time
the bill to which I have referred, but will merely ask unanimous con-
sent to have it printed in the RECORD as a part of my remarks.

As I have said, it is a bill which was introduced by my colleague
[Mr. LAoGgAN], and which I am satisfied will meetthe requirements of
legislation on this snbjeet, but which, owing to the lateness of the hour
and the smallness of the attendance, conld not pass to-night even if it
were to receive the almost nnanimous vote of those that are here.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. Isthere objection to the request of the
gentleman from Lonisiana, that he be permitted to print the bill re-
ferred to by him as a part of his remarks?

There was no objection.

The bill, with the change referred to, is as follows:

A il R. 11723) to create a bureaun of health and fo prevent the introduction
; extension of contagious and infeetious diseases in the United States.

Be it enacled, ete., That there shall be established in the Department of the In-
terior s board of health. There shall be appointed by the President, by and
with the adviee of the Senate, a chief jest of health of the United
States, who shall, under the direction of thu Secretary of the Interior, organize
and manage the bureau of health herein established, and may employ such as-
gistants and clerks as may be necessary, with the a]:gro\ml of the Secretary of
Agriculture. The Secretary of Agrieulture shall provide suitable offices forthe
burean of health. The chief commissioner of health of the United States ghall
be paid an annual salary of §5,000, and shall hold his offiee until he ghall have
attained the age of seventy years, unless sooner removed by the President.

SEC, 2. That there shall be appointed by the President a health commission,
to be composed of twenty mem to be divided into six seetlions, as follows:
Five commissioners for the yellow-fever section ; three issi for

i s for each
of the following sections: Cholera section, three; t oid-fever section, three;
scarlet-fever section, three; small-pox sectlon, three; diphtheria seeﬁm
three. The members of each section shall be experts in the disease to wh
their section is devoted. Each commissioner shall receive an annual ml&? of
§1,200,and may reside at his usualresidence, except when called intoactive duty
underthe provisions of this act. These several sections shall be charged with
directing the investigation by the commissioner of health into the cause, od‘;“ln.
and mode of extension and es to prevent the respective diseases to which
| they are named. Each section shall formulate methods and rules for the pre.
vention of the respective diseases with which they muhugod. to be submitted
for the revision and approval of the whole health jon at its 1
meeting hereinafter provided for.

The health commission shall designate five of their number, three of
shall constitute a quorum, to be known as* theq t ission.” This

i ission shall examine into the methods of State and local qnaran-
tines at the various seaports of the United States and report to the health
commission asa to the efficacy or non-efficacy of thesame. The quarantine com-
mission shall also be charged with the duty of investigation into and recom-
mendation tothe health commission the best manner of equipment and methods
of procedure for the various national quarantine stations which are now or may
hereafter be constructed. Upon the report of the quarantine commission tothe
health jesi that the q tine service at a port or ports of the United
States is ineflieacious or negligent in ita m nt, the health commissioner
is emp d and ded to direct the United States collector of customs
of that port to refuse entry to any vessel or goods or ns from any place in-
fected with any contagious or infectious disease into sueh port unless said ves-
sel, goods, or persons shall have undergone the gquarantine proeess Eﬂ
at some national quarantine station or at that of some other %gn of the United
Bmtwi;?m quaranting serviee has not been eondemned by the quarantine
commission.

Sec. 8. That the entire health commission shall meet annually in Washing-
ton, D. C., in the month of April, on aday to be fixed by the chief commissioner
of health of the United States, and at its =i he shall g ide; and at said
annual seszsion the health commission shall adopt plans for the prevention of

ntroduction into the United States of co us and epidemic diseases,
and the prevention of their spread, and make rules and regulations for inter-
state quarantine, and for the non-interference with interstate eommunieation
Juring a thr ing epidemie and preparations for the ion of a threat
ened epidemic.

Sgc. 4. That whenever an epidemic of yellow fever, cholera, diphtheria, ty-
phoid fever, searlet fever, or small-pox is threatened and the governor of any
State shall eall upon the chief commissioner of health of the United States to
that end, he nhnl?aimmedial:ely. with the assistance of the section of the health
commission devoted to that partienlar disease enforee and earry out the methods,

‘whom

rules, and regulations adopted.,by the health ission for that di under
the third section of this act, and, as far as | ble, in ion with the
local and State sanitary aunthorities, and to end the on of the health

commission so called into action shall have the disbursement of the Federal

appropriation for the prevention and suppression of contagious diseases on tho
approval of the S tary of the I i
Sec. 5. That the bureau of health and the ehief eommissioner of health and

section of the health commission called into active duty under the foregoin
provisions shall with, and, so far as it lawfully may, aid State an
boards of th in the execution and enforcement of the rules and
ons of such boards t;dpmvenb the introduction of contagious or in-
fectious diseases into the United States from foreign countries and into one State
from another.

SEc, 6. That it shall be the duty of the bureau of health fo obtain informa-
tion of the sanitary eondition of foreign and placesfrom which contagious
and infectious diseases may be impo: into the United States and to thisend
the consular officers of the United States at such ports and p'lncea as shall be
designated by the chief eommissioner of healith shall make to him weekly re-
?orl.n of the sanitary condition of the poria or places at which they are respect-

vely stationed, according to such forms as he may preseribe; and the burean
of health shall also obtain, through all sources accessible, weekly reports of
the sanitary condlition of Zx\rls and places within the United States, and shall
make investigations into the nature, canse, origin, and means of prevention of
contagious and epidemie diseases as well as the causesand mnﬁﬁons of par-
ticular outbreaks of such diseases in the United States, and shall publish and
transmit to the medical officers of the Marine-Hospital Service, to collectors of
customs, and to State and municipal health officers and authorities, weekly ab-
stracts of its sanitary reports; and to them aund to the publie, as far as possibl
the results of its investigations into the causes and the means of prevention o
epidemic diseases; and it shall make to the Secretary of the In T an annual
report of its operations, with such recommendations as it may deem important
for transmission to Congress.

8Eec,7. That the bureau of health shall annually issue to the consular officers
of the United States and to the medieal officers serving at any foreign pert,and
otherwise publicly make known the rules and regulations made by the health
commission for the prevention of the introduction of eontagious and infectious
diseases into the United States and from one State into another,
shall promulgate such rules in their respective ports and places, and shall
promptly inform the chief commissioner of health of the United States when
any vessel destined to a port of the United States has not obeyed such rules.

. 8. That the President is authorized, when requested by the section of the
health commission ealled into active duty, or by the chief commissioner of
health, to detail officers from the several Departments of the Government or
emg!oy persons from civil life for temporary duty to act under the direction of
said chief commissioner of health or section of the health commission on active
duty, to carry out the provisions of thisaect and the rules adopted by the health
ecommission ; and such officers shall receive no additional compensation except
for Mh;.a.led m incurred in the performance of such duties.

The consuls

CCESSATY expenses he
'hat the members of the health commission, when attending the an-
nual session shall be paid their actual expenses going and returning, and the
l.un.l the l;:lie called in active duty under section 2 shall be paid their
ac exp w

d in such active duty.
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Sec. 10. That it shall be unlawful for any vessel from any port where any
contagious or infectious disease exists, or having on board any infectious dis-
ease, to enter any port of the United States, except inaccordance with the rules
adopted by the health commission, and the certificate of the United States
consul at such port shall be prima facie evidence of the existence of such disease
in the foreign port where he is stationed. Any such vessel which shall enteror
attempt to enter a port of the United States in violation of this act shall forfeit
to the United States a sum to be awarded in the discretion of the court, not ex-
ceeding §1,000, which shall be a lien upon said vessel, to be recovered in an
distriet court of the United States where said vessel may be found, Inall su
mdln the United States district attorney for such district shall appear on

of the United States, and all such ‘promdin shall be conducted in ac-
cordance with the laws and rules erning cases of seizures of vessels for vio-
lation of the revenue laws of the United States,

BEc, 11. That it shall be unlawful for any person to obstruct commerce or in-
tercourse between the States, or between the United States and foreign coun=-
tries, except in accordance with the rules of the health commission, or to ob-
struct the section of the health commission when called into active duty in the
perfor of its duties, and any violation of this section shall be a misde-
meanor, and, on conviction, the person so offending shall be fined not exceed-
’ni::'m and imprisoned not exceeding six months, in the discretion of the
o

Sec. 12, That to pay the first year's salaries and exp of the b of
health and health commission and the construction of such disinfecting appli-
nnces and appurtenances as the health commission may deem advisable, the
sum of §100,000, or so much thereof as may be ¥y, is hereby ay pri-
ated, to be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of the interior, on
estimates to be made by the chief commissioner of health and to be approved
by the Secretary of the Interior,

In case of an epidemic of a contagious or infectious disease and a section of
the he?lth mmxg.i:aion is ml]e’;i l:ntobnotive dutg,siihoa stum o:"i £500,000, ‘i:r 80 mducié

as may be necessary, ereby approp ,to"edrawn and expende
under the direction of the Secretary of 5:-& Interior,to enable such seection of
the health commission called into active duty to suppress the d and pre-
vent its spread and to enforce the rules of the health commission provided for
end adopted under section 3,

SEc. 18. That the following acts are repealed : An act to prevent the introdue-
tion of contagious or infectious diseases into the United States, approved April
29,1878 (chapter 66, page 37, volume20) ; an act to prevent the in uction of in-
fectious or contagious diseases into the United States and to establish a national

of health, lpfmved March 3,1879 (chapter 202, volume 20, page 484); an
ret to prevent the introduction of contagious and infectious diseases into the
Uniie:rshtes. approved June 2, 1879 (chapter 11, volume 21, page 5).

Mr. CLARDY. In view of the declared opposition to the pending
bill, I suggest to my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. DAVIS] that he
had better withdraw it. ¥

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw the bill.

Mr. CLARDY. I move that the committee rise.

The motion was agreed to. :

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HATCH having resumed
the chair as Speaker pro fempore, Mr. ROGERS, from the’ Committee
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill
(H. R. 1526) to prevent the introduction of contagious and infectious
diseases into the United Siates, and to establish a bureau of public

health, and had come to no resolution thereon.
MANAGEMENT OF RAILROAD TRANSPORTATION, ETC.

Mr. CLARDY. Iyieldtothe gentleman fromIowa [Mr. ANDERSON].
Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, called up the following resolution, re-
ported from the Committee on Commerce:

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United Stales, That the Interstate
Commerce Commission be, and hereby is, directed to report in writing within
ten days to this House any and all information it may possess concerning the
nction of a meeting of railroad presidents in New York City January 10, 1889,
go far a8 the srame relaled to the management of the railway companies subject
to the provisions of the interstate-commerce act, to what extent and in what
manner, if at all, said commission or any of its members participated in dis-
cussing, criticising, or sppmving the ““plan® of maintaining *' rates and rules
established by the tion," and to pany said report with a copy of
the contract, ment, or *plan” adopted at such meeting or subsequent
meetings, and if no such agreement, contract, or ‘‘plan™ is on file, the sub-
gtance of such contract, agreement, or ** plan,” together with the opinion of the
commission ns to its legal character and its effegt on the public, and as to what
legislation is necessary to rrohlbi.t the form of contract, agreement, or combina-
tion for the prevention of com petition which was submitted at the New York
meeting, if the same be not already prohibited by existing law. Also transmit
with said report a list of the companies represented at said meeting, and the
names and official title of the persons representing each of said companies.

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows:

Inthe thirdline of the resolution strike out * ten days " and insert * five days.”

The amendment was adopted.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on agreeing to the
resolution as amended.

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the
amendment wholly destroys the effect of the resolution. It is simply
impossible for these commissioners to answer all these questions, to fur-
nish all this information, and to make all these reports inside of five
days. Every member of the House must see that it would not be fair
to require this commission to do what it must be apparent on the face
of the matter isimpossible. If this resolution had been adopted earlier
and more time hac been given for the reply of the commissioners, I, of
course, would have had no objection to the resolution. Ido not know
that I have any objection, at any rate. I only make this suggestion,
that it seems to me we are making an unreasonable requirement.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Towa. Mr. Speaker, it is owing to no fault of
mine that this resolution is being considered at so late a day, as it has
been impossible, under the rules, to get it before the House sooner, and
it seems to me that as we have now reached so late a period in the ses-
gion, that if this amendment were not now agreed to the entire pur-
pose of the resolution would be defeated. ; -

I wish to say further that the resolution is based upon the alleged

fact that this agreement as reported through the press, undenied among
the railroad presidents, was submitted to and approved by a majority
of the Interstate Commerce Commission in the city of New York. If
onght not to take an hour for them to report whether or not the state
of facts alleged in the resolution does exist.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of the
resolution as amended.

Mr. COBB. Upon what does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDER-
80N] base the assertion of these facts as stated in the preamble ?

Mr. ANDERSON, of Towa. IfIwere allowed the time, I conld pro-
duce what purported to be the substance of the agreement, which was
published in the press of the country at the time and without contra-
diction, as it came from the president of the Union Pacific Railway
Company in a statement published in all the daily newspapers the next
morning after the meeting of the railroad presidents in the city of New
York on the 10th of January; and President Adams said the ** agree-
ment of gentlemen ’’ was submitted to three of the commissioners,
naming them, and that they had substantially agreed that it was the
best arrangement which had been proposed for the management and
control of the transportation companies of the country. It was then,
and is now, my opinion that the agreement was an unlawful agree-
ment, and that the gentlemen’s meeting was an unlawful conspiracy.

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from
Iowa whether the three commissioners referred to took official action;
whether they were there in their official capacity? This resolution,
of course, is serious; and if the gentleman means to assert that the
Interstate Commerce Commissioners, or a majority of them, consulted
officially with the railroad presidents of the United States——

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. FARQUHAR] that the press reports stated they had been in«
vited to the city of New York for the purpose of consultation, and
there has been no denial that they were present in the city of New
York, according tfo the press reports, according to the report of Presi-
dent Adams, and according to their own interviews in the public press.
This is merely an inquiry as to the facts,

Mr. ROWELL. Is it not true that the agreement brought up in

‘New York has been since that time entirely abrogated, and a very dif-

ferent agreement drawn up and signed by some of the officers in Chi-
cago; and if this resolution should , would it not require that both
the New York contract and the Chicago contract, still pending and not
all signed, should be brought out here ?

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. RowELL] that this resolution calls for information as to what
took place at any subsequent meeting. I will further state, having
followed this matter as published in the press, that there are no sub-
stantial changes in the agreement which was called the ‘‘agreement of
gentlemen *’ purported to be submitted to and approved by the com-
missioners as it was adopted in New York.

Mr. ROWELL. Theagreement madein New York, as I understand,
was substantially a pooling agreement—— :

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir.

Mr. ROWELL. And the Western roads refused to sign it until it
was modified and that portion taken out; is not that true?

Mr. FARQUHAR. t is correct.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; I do not understand that the
agreement to pool was taken out. It was an agreement fo establish
and maintain rates among these railroad companies as to the matter of
transportation. This combination and agreement to fix and maintain
rates was the essence of the agreement at all stages of the proceedings,
and that is the very essence of a pool—an agreement to eliminate com-

tition.

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Did not the interview disclose the fact
that these commissioners were consulted informally; that as a matter
of fact they took no official action in regard to the subject, either one
way or the other? Is not that the fact?

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I can not say whether they were con-
sulted informally or officially. The truth is, as Tunderstand, that they
were telegraphed to to meet the bankers and railroad presidents in the
city of New York, and that they did meet them, and, according to the
president of that meeting, Mr. Charles Francis Adams, the plan was
submitted to them, and they, after snggesting some minor changes, ap-
proved it. They have authority under the statute to go where they see
proper throughout the country in the discharge of their official duties.

l})f BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the resolution be again
read.

The Clerk again read the resolution.

Mr. WHITE, of New York, Mr. Speaker, I do notlike to take up
the time of the Honse. I was in hopes we would get along and really
do what belonged to the business of the country before the Commerce
Committee. This, sir, is the era of legislative anarchy, and gentlemen
who are elected by communists and anarchists in this country hope
to inscribe their names high on the roll of fame by presenting them-
selves all the time as men who stand ready to do something to destroy
property upon the building of which the wealth and prosperity of their
constituents depend.

I know, sir, how common it is out in the country where I formerly
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lived to say, ‘‘ We have got the railroads, and you Wall-street fellows
have got the bonds and stocks. Now let us see which is the most
Emﬁtahle.” I remember perfectly well when I lived in that conntry

ow anxious we were, and how the best Representatives in Congress or
in the Legislature were prepared to fall npon their knees and say,
*“Good Lord! good Wall-street men, bring us your railroads and give
us a market for our products.” They were taken there; they were
built by foreign capital, and now the efforts of a very large body of
practical communists are put forth all the time to make them wholly
unproductive. And because they are there, and because the men who
own them have tried to protect them, it affords an opportunity for men
who desire to pose as the friends of labor and the friends of the granger
and the friends of the poor men who are having their property mort-
gaged to decry the improvements in this country which made their
property worth something.

Mr. ROWELL. I should like to ask my friend from New York a
question.

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Certainly.

Mr. ROWELL. I should like to ask the gentleman whether these
men are communists and anarchists who put forth only such efforts as
Ea ?n preme Court of the United States has decided they possessed under

e law?

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I do notthink the gentleman’s hypo-
thetical question reaches this case. What I mean to say is that the
gentlemen who have been in the front in bringing this resolution for-
ward have had all the glory. It is unbecoming the Congress of the
United States, with twenty-five to thirty men sitting aronnd, desiring
to call the attention of the country and their constituents to the fact
they are doing something against the railroads; it is unbecoming the
* dignity of the Congress of the United States at such a time, with such

a body, under such circnmstances, that this Fourth of July hifalutin
attempt to write their names high up in the annals and records of the
legislation of this country should have this proposed consideration.

Mr. CLARDY. I like the gentleman’s speech very well, but we
have a great many other bills to consider and pass before the adjourn-
ment.

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I have learned something from the
tactics of the gentleman who introduced this bill and who sent forward
at one time the penal code of the District of Columbia to be read on the
morning when a two-thirds vote for suspension of the rules was in or-
der, and unless my strength fails me before 10 o’clock, the resolution
will not pass. [Laughter and applause.] I would therefore suggest
to the gentleman to withdraw it. In the mean time he has had glory
enough out of it. I am willing to yield to him for any glory there be
in speaking, but there will not be any glory for him by the passage of
of the resolution. ;

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Bpeaker, I am not going to detain
the House by any effort to answer the gentleman from New York, who
has made a speech wholly and entirely without reference to the matter
under discussion. In my humble opinion he has not offered a single
word germane to the discussion at issue, but has availed himself of the
opportunity to offer an insult to asintelligent and as loyal a district of
people as live in the United States of America. And they are certainly
as intelligent, certainly as loyal, and certainly as patriotic as the Wall
streeg district of my friend, and which he represents so fittingly on
this floor.

This is not a question of making an assault upon the railroad propg
erty and vested interests in the United States, but it isa questionast
whether or not the railroad presidents in this country, in connection
with the bankers and capitalists of the country, and with theapproval
of the Interstate Commerce Commission did not have a meeting that
constituted an unlawful assembly in the eye of the law, where they
were agreeing among themselves to do that thing which was directly
in violation of the law, under the specious pretense that they had as-
sembled to take some means to enforce the law.

Mr. FARQUHAR. Right there allow me to say that that is the
verryaﬂoint in the gentleman’s that I desired some inquiry about,
in tion to the Interstate Commerce Commission and its connec-
tion with this meeting——

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I can not yield to the gentleman.

In connection with that meeting, Mr. Speaker, we have the spectacle,
as the report through the public press undenied, that a majority
of the Uni States Commission on Inferstate Commerce met with
these gentlemen in the same city, and after having had the argument
of gentlemen submitted to them, the further report comes that they
agreed to that ‘‘plan,’’ suggesting a few verbal changes, which were
made by the presidents of the railroad companies.

Now, I submit, sir,if these facts are troe, and this resolution seeks
to elicit that information, if it is not a grave and serious matter; and
being a mere resolution of inguiry, I ask in the name of common
sense if there is no truth in it who it is to recoil upon but the gentle-
man that the gentleman from New York has so inveighed against as
wanting to here as a ‘‘ reformer to get himself before the coun-
try #? If it is not true; if the Commissioners of Interstate Commerce
can exonerate themselves from the charge made in the public press;
if they can send back that report and it shows that there is no founda-
tion for the passage of the resolution of inquiry, who is to be harmed?

Certainly not the railroads, or the gentleman from New York, or the
Interstate Commerce Commission; and if it is true, the people are en-
titled to know the facts, and they are entitled to know them at once.

Mr. Speaker, I conld take from my desk, and have read here, from
the speech of the leading railroad man in this country, who was presi-
dent of that New York meeting, Charles Francis Adams, extracts in
which he says that the railroad companies are violating the interstate-
commerce law from one end of the country to the other; and the Inter-
state Commerce Commission has stumped the country declaring that
the law is being violated, and in numerous interviews have so declared,
if there is any reliance to be placed upon the uncontradicted statements
made through the press of the country.

These facts are submitted unchallenged and unquestioned in the
public press; and I can show from evidence of witnesses, evidence
which I now have in my desk taken before the Interstate Commerce
Commission, testimony of managers and superintendents of railroads,
testifying brazenly, unrebuked in the presence of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission, that the statute is a dead letter.

In view of these facts, sir, I insist upon pressing this question. This
resolution ought to be adopted. The people are entitled to the infor-
;nation, and I move the previous question on the adoption of the reso-

ution.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the gentleman does
that I would like to ask whether he will not consent to strike out the
word ‘““direct”’” and use the word *‘request?’’ I doubt the power of
the House to direct the commission, which is a judicial or semi-judi-
cial body. I think perhaps we are going beyond the power of the
House in adopting the resolution in that form,

Mr. ANDERSON, of ITowa. Well, it was a House resolution. Icon-
sidered the matter, and inasmuch as this is a commission created by
law for a specific purpose, I thought that the word *‘directed’’ was the
proper term to be used in connection with the information sought.

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Itis a commission, that is
true; it iscalled a commission; but its powers are certainly to a certain
extent judicial.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I think there is no trouble about the
wording of the resolution in that respect.

Mr. DUNHAM. Letmesuggesttothe gentleman from Iowa, in view
of the statement of the gentleman from New York, would it not be
well for him to withdraw the resolution? The gentleman from New
York has informed him that if his health holds out until 10 o’clock he
will not permit the adoption of the resolution, and as there are other
(Tattera that ought to be’considered I would suggest that it be with-

Fawi.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I insist npon the previous question.

a ‘Lrlr. ]!),I,IFHAM Well, let us havethe question. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!”
ote

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and there
were on a division—ayes 19, noes 1.

Mr. WHITE, of New York. No quorum.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint tellers.

Mr. CLARDY. I ask the gentleman from Iowa to withdraw the
resolution, as it will be impossible to secure the attendance of a quorum
to pass it to-night.

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. In view of the point made of no quo-
rum, and the request of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce,
I withdraw the resolntion, as it will be impossible to procure a quornm
to-night; but I am glad to know that the objection is located precisely
where it is, in Wall street.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the resolution will
be withdrawn.

There was no objection, and it was so ordered.

LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL AT ORCHARD SHOALS, NEW YORK.

Mr. CLARDY. Iask to report back from the Committee on Com-
merce the bill (8. 3818) to establish a light-house and fog-signal at
Orchard Shoals, Prince’s Bay, New York, and ask consideration of it at
this time. I ask to dispense with the reading of the bill, as it is in
the usual form.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri asks
that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be
considered at this time,

Mr. CLARDY. I ask to report the bill back from the Committee of
Commerce, and that it be considered at this time.

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Missouri? The Chair hears none.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $60,000 be, and is hereby, sgpropriaf.ed for
establishing a light-house and fog-signal at or near Old Orchard Shoals, Prince’s
Bay, New York, and for a new tower at W: light-station, New Jersey.

It is p to strike out ‘‘the sum of $60,000 be, and is hereby, appropri-
ated” and insert ‘‘that there be established a ll,ghl-imuse and fog-signal sta~:
tion, ete., at a cost not to exceed §60,000.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read as proposed to be
amended. :
The Clerk read as follows:
Be it enacted, ete,, That there be established n light-house and fog-signal ad or
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casck light-station, New Jersey, at a cost not to exceed $60,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac-
cordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the
table.

The latter motion was agreed to.

FRAUDS ON AMERICAN MANUFACTURES.

Mr. DUNHADM. I call up the bill (H. R. 3307) to prevent frauds on
American manufactures.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be il enacted, elo., That the importation of all articles of foreign manufacture,
or of boxes or s containing the ssme, when stamped, marked, branded,
or labeled to represent that sucl. articles were manufactured in the United States,
is hereby prohibited, and the same shall be forfeited to the United States unless
mﬂzﬁ?i&:g:‘:hhin ninety daysafter the same shall have been received at any
ougm_ 2, Thai this act shall take effect on the 1st day of July, A. D, 1888,
er. I])UNHAM., I yield to the gentleman from Conmecticut [Mr.

AXCE].

Mr. VANCE. It is proposed, in line5, after the word ** labeled,’’ to
strike out the words *‘ to represent.”’

Mr. BUCHANAN. That does not make sense in the way it is
amended.

Mr. CLARDY. Itis proposed to amend by striking out the latter
part of the first section, which reads: *“ Unless re-exported within ninety
days after the same shall have been received at any custom-house,’’

Mr. VANCE. 1 hope that amendment will not be agreed to. It
opens up & very considerable subject where goods are brought into this
conntry. When they are reimported the importer may be liable for
them; therefore I hope it will not be agreed to. This bill is as I intro-
duced it. . The commitiee offers this amendment, and it goes further
than the bill pro . Therefore I hope that it will not be agreed to.

Mr.CLARDY. The committee agreed to this amendment after con-
giderable diseussionof this bill. Iwant tosay that this is a matter that
is in the Senate tariff bill, and it invelves the discussion of some hours,
if not of some days; I do not think we have time to go on with it.

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. We can pass it in a short time.

Mr. ADAMS. What amendment does the Chair refer to as pending?

The SPEAKER protempore. The amendment that is pending before
the House is fhe amendment offered by the committee, which is to
strike out what will be read by the Clerk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the following words in the concluding portion of the first seetion:
“Unless re-exported wi ninety days after the same shall have been received
at any custom-house.”

Mr. VANCE. I will satisfy the gentleman in relation to this hill.

Mr, ADAMS. I do not care to discuss it. It is the other amend-
ment.

Mr. VANCE. I bhave no objeetion to the other amendment.

Mr. ADAMS. But I have, because it would deprive it of all effect.
It was a limit, a prohibition, to those articles where the stamp expressly
declared that they are manufactured in the United States:

Mr. VANCE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a simple one and needs no
extended remarks in its defense. As I am indebted to the Commitiee
on Commerce for a hearing at this time I do not propose to use all the
evidence I have at hand. I appreciate the ecourtesy with which I have
been treated, and, knowing as I do, that much legislation of importance
is to be considered in the brief time given te this committee, T will not
presume upon the good nature of the House. Ihave material sufficient,
much of it furnished ill-advisedly by the opponents of this bill, to take
hours of your time, but will forbear.

This measure is one which must commend itself to the good grace
and wise discretion of the House. It is drawn to prevent forgery, and
simply gives to American manufacturers the rightsin competition with
foreign makers, which they now have, as against eompetition in the
United States. It provides that no goods of foreign make shall besold
here on the presnmption that they are produced in this eountry, and
" ib gives to manufacturers here theright to theirowntrade-mark against
the world, as well as theright to object to the sale of goods which bear
false or misleading marks. That thisis being systematically done by
foreign manufacturers, particularly of cutlery, I have proved to the
complete satisfaction of the committee ng this bill.

If the time were given me I could prove that other articles, ostensibly
of American manufacture, are sold here by foreign makers, and that
American firms engaged in manufaeturing skates, guns, hosiery, eot-
ton goods, and edged tools are not alone hurt at home by this traffic,
but are injured in their trade abread. There is one firm in my dis-
trict alone—the famous Collins Company—which manufactures supe-
rior articles of axes and edge tools. Its trade-mark has been simulated
in foreign countries and the reputation which its goods have achieved
on their merits is being stolen by what is practically forgery. But
this is one evil which Congress can not correct. It ean, however,
remedy the wrong within the limits of the United States, and the bill
under consideration is intended to do it.

near Old Orchard Shoals, Prince’s Bay, New York, and & new tower at Waa-

| imitation of the name of a place in the United Kingd:

The tice has grown up of sending to this country inferior goods
hmndeﬁtz: create the assumption that they are made here, and to this
practice is the objection made. Already three hundred American
names are being put upon foreign cutlery, and to give the House an
idea of the manner in which thisis done I will quote the following as
specimens intended to ereate the conviction that the purchaser is buy-
ing American goods: :

New England Cutl Comp » Bay Siate Cutlery Company, Granite State
Cntlee:y Company, Peﬁsylminéull& Company, Western Ctﬁi@q Company,
Chicago Knife Company, Maine Knife Company, Ames Cutlery Company, Ful-
ton Cutlery Works, Irving Cutlery Company, Eagle Cutlery Company, Clinmn
Cutlery Company, Manhattan Company, Kni Cutlery Com-
pany, St. Lawrence Cutlery Comp?ny, National Cutlery Company, Eagleton
Cutlery Company, Derby Cutlery Company,Chatham Cutlery Company, York
Cutlery Company, Essex Cutlery Company, Windsor Cutlery Company, Mount
Vernon Cutl dompany." hifield C v C ¥, Nel Cutlery Com-
pany, Easton Shear Company, Buck Cutlery Company, Worthi guﬂery
Company, Howard Man turing Company.

If these goods were sold upon their merits and with the maker’sname
aflixed, no objection wonld be made. But aside from depriving the
American cutler of a market which is essentially his, this method puts
his goods in bad repute. It reacts upon his reputation as a maker of
fine goeds, and thus is its influence twofold to the detriment of Amer-
ieans who have made a reputation in trade which is their most valu-
able asset. The duty is paid on these American imprinted goods as
cheap foreign goods and they are sold as the best American article.
This is a fraud upon the public; it is obtaining trade under false pre-
tenses; it is more than the theft of money; it is the pilfering of a repu-
tation. But I forbear. I was about toguote the wordsof Sinkmpm
in defense of my pesition. It needs no defense.

This evil has been recognized in England, and the following is an ex-
tract from an act known as the ‘‘ Merchandise marks act ’’ (50 and 51
Vict.) passed by Parliament in 1887:

Whereas it is expedient to make farther provision for prohibiting the impor-
tation of goods which, if sold, would be liable to forfeiture under &iﬂ act, be it
therefore enncted as follows:

1. All such goods, and also all goods of foreign ifacture bearing any name
or trade-mark being or pur_portinﬁu_b be the name or trade-mark of any manu-
facturer, dealer, or trader in the United Kingdom, unless such name or trade-
mark is accompanied by a definite indication of the country in which the goods
were made or produced, are hereby prohibited to be imported into the United
,;‘é:f‘"‘“ and, suabject to the provisions of this section, beineluded among

5 prn}ﬁb!lad to be imported as if they were specified in section 42 of the cus-
toms consolidation act, 1876,
4. Where there is onany goods a name which is identical with or a colorable
om, name, unless aoc-
companied by the name of the country in which such place is situate, shall be
treated for the purposesof this section ss if it were the name of a place in the
United Kingdom.

And now, gentlemen, I have alluded to several of the points in favor
of the passage of this bill. The evidence is camulative, and the more
we examine it the more convineing it becomes. It is simply an act of
justice, a bit of equity erystallized inte alaw, and believing that I have
proved these facts heyond a peradventure, I ask the House to sustain
me by passing the hill.

The question was taken on the amendment; and the Speaker pro fem-
pore announced that the ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. CLARDY. Division. :

The ameudment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro lempore. The question now is on the second
amendment, offered by the gentleman from Missouri, i line 5, festrike
out the words *‘to represent.’’

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. VANCE. [ ask unanimous consent that the date in the second
section he changed from 1858 to 1880. The bill was introduced a year

%e amenidment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question iz on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill as amended.

Mr. CLARDY. Isuggestthatthe time for adjonrnment has arrived.

Mr. BUCHANAN., If the gentleman wants fo subject us to furthey
frands on the part of foreign mannfacturers he can do g0, The bill is
to prevent a bald, bare-faced frand on the Amerienn people.

Mr. CLARDY. Now, I'would like to have a vote of the House upon
this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the hour of
10 o’clock p. m. having arrived, under previous order the Chair de-
clares the House adjourned until 12 m. to-morrow.

PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED ANXD REFERRED.

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introdmced
and referred as indicated below:

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 12632) granting a pension to James A.
Davis—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 12633) to ratify anact entitled “An
act to provide for a wagon-road between Mount Idaho, in Idaho County,
and Little Salmon Meadows, in Washington County,’’ in Idaho Terri-
tory—to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 12634) for the relief of Ada E.
Lawrence, administratrix of C. De France—to the Committee on War
Claims.
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PETITIONS, ETC.

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk,
under the rule, and referred as follows:

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Petition of C. I, Winston and others, favor-
ing a sufficient appropriation to fully and fairly test the mode by, which
gugar can be manufactured from sorghum cane at the least possible
cost—to the Committee on Agricultare.

. By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Hon. John D. Rue and others, for
the passage of the army-nurse pension bill—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. GIFFORD: A memorial in regard to enactment of a law per-
mitting certain counties to issue bonds—to the Committee on the Terri-
tories,

By Mr. J. J. ’NEILL: Resolution of the military order of the Loyal
Legion of the United States, requesting the publication of the war ree-
ords of the Navy Department—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. REED: Petition of J. H. Dennison and others of the Thir-
teenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry of the late war, asking for
the balance, $240 bounty due them which they never received—to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. TOOLE: Joint memorial of the Legislature of Montana ask-
ing the adoption of the conference report and pending admission bills—
to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of Littlefield Stove Company, Albany,
i?l Y., to retain miea on the free-list—to the Commitiee on Ways and

eans,

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition Jof David Hunter, of Jefferson
County, West Virginia, praying that his claim be referred to the Court
of Claims; of 8. Howell Brown, administrator of James M. Brown,
deceased, for reference of his claim to Court of Claims; and of George
W. Farns of Morgan County, West Virginia, for reference of claim to
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War

The following petitions praying for a constitutional nmsndme.ntpm-
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and
sale of all aleoholic hqnors as a beverage, were received and severally
referred to the Select Committee on the Aleoholic Liguor Traffic:

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Of 192 citizens of Hillsdale, Mich.

By Mr. DORSEY: Of 46 citizens of Inman, Ind.; of 101 citizens of
Dewitt, Nebr.

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 17 citizens of Yankton, Dak.

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Of 28 citizens of Asheville, N. C.

By Mr. KERR: Of 62 citizens of Marshall County, Iowa.

By Mr. NELSON: Of 79 citizens of Moorhead, and of 294 citizens of
Verndale, Minn.

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Of 160 citizens of Pomfret, Conn.

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of 59 citizens of Hinesburgh, V.

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of 28 citizens of Colebrook,
Ohio.

By Mr. TRACEY: Of 134 citizens of Newport, and of 107 citizens
of Monticello, Minn.

The following petition for a national Sunday-rest law was received
and referred to the Committee on Labor:

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of 386 citizens of Wash.mgtnn Ter-
ritory.

SENATE.
THURSDAY, February 21, 1889,

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLER, D. D,
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
STATISTICS REGARDING MARRTAGE AND DIVOECE.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 1aid before the Senate the following
communication from the Commissioner of Labor; which was read:
DEPARTMENT OF LABor, Washington, D, C., February 20, 1889,

Sin: Ihavethe honor to transmit to Con, s hmwll.h a specinl reporton
the statistics of and relating to marriage an the several States and
Territories and in the District of Columbia.

This report is made in accordance with the provisions of an act approved
March 3, 1557,

1 am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,

CARROLL D.

Hon, Jonx J. INGALLS,

Pregident pro tempore Uniled Slales Senale,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will lie on the table and
be printed. What disposition shall be made of the accompanying
papers which lie on the table of the Secretary?

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that they be referred to the Committee
on Pn:;tmg to ascertain whether it be necessary that they should be

rinted,
> The motion was agreed to.
CHANGES IN DISTRICT OFFICES.

The PRESIDENT grn tempore laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from W. B. Webb, president of the board of commissioners of the

WRIGHT, Commissioner.

District of Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to a resolution of Feb-
ruary 8, 1889, a hst of officers and employés under the control of the
eommmonem who have been chaunged since March 4, 1885; which,
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Select Committee to
Examine into the Condition of the Civil Bervice, and ordered to be
printed.

COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting, pursuant to
lIaw, the conclusions of fact and of law filed by that court in certain
French spoliation claims; which, with the accompanying papers, was
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of 12 citizens of Pennsylvania,
and a memorial of 25 eitizens of Dana, I1l., remonstrating against the
passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committes
on Education and Labor.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Ex-Prisoners of War
Association, of Winnebago County, Illinois, urging the passage of
Senate bill 005 in relation to pensions; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Ednmtmn and Labor.

He also presented a petition of labor erganizations, ehurches, and
citizens of the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the Sunday-
ﬁt bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and

bor,

He also presented a memorial adopted by the State Grange of Illi-
nois, remonstrating againstthe national debt refunding scheme and urg-
ing that the national debt be paid off as soon as possible; which was
referred to the Committee on Finanee.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the State Grange of Illi-
nois, favoring a gradnated income tax and an inerease in the volnme of
money to at least $40 per capita; which was referred to the Committee
on Finance,

He also presented a resolution ddopted by the State Grange of Illi-
nois, urging Congress to foster the commercial interests of the people by
large appropriations for the improvement of inland water ways for the
purposes of navigation; which was referred to the Committee on Com-
merce.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the State Grange of Illi-
nois, urging Congress to investigate the cattle and dressed-beef combi-
nations, and asking such legislation as will fully meet the case; which
was referred to the Select Committee on the Transportation and Sale of
Meat Produets.

He also ted a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, praying
for the enactment of laws that will give women the right to vote equally
with men; which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented resolutions adopted by the State Grange of Illi-

nois, urging the enactment of legislation providing for the election of
United States Senators by a direct vote of the people; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections,

Mr. PASCO. I present a telegram from the governor of the State of
Florida, stating that the Legislature of that. State, now in session, has
just adopted a unanimous joint resolution ** urging our representatives
in Washington to use all means to secure the payment of the Indian
war , on account of our urgent necessities.”’ As I shall make an
effort to get the matter on one of the appropriation bills, I move that
the paper be referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of 41 citizens of Pensacola, Fla., and
a petition of 4 citizens of T Fla., praying for the passage of
the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Comgittee on Educa-
tion and Labor.

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 63 citizens of Clinton
County, Towa, and a petition of 66 citizens of Iowa, praying for the
passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee
on Education and Labor.

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of U. J. Shotte and 29 others
(15 voters and 15 women), citizens of Colebrook, Ohio, praying for the
submission to the States of a constitntional prohibitory amendment;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. FAULKNER. 1 present a memorial of 71 eitizens of Martins-
burgh, W, Va., remonstrating against the passage of the bill in regard
to Sunday observance or any other religious institution or rite, and
also opposing any resolution for the amendment of the National Con-
stitution that wounld by instruction in public schools or in any other
way give preference to religions principles over the views of religion
held by non-religious persons, and praying that the Government be kept
strietly secular and that the separation of church and state be complete.

I move the reference of the memorial to the Committes on Educa-
tion and Labor.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. DAVIS presented the petitionof 'W. H. Bishop and 133 others
(91 voters and 43 women), citizens of Newport, Minn.; the petition of
J. M. Brown and 297 others (134 voters and 164 women], citizens of
Verndale, Minn., and the petition of Charles Bradford and 82 others
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